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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WITTMAN). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
September 17, 2025. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable ROBERT J. 
WITTMAN to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

MIKE JOHNSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2025, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with time equally 
allocated between the parties and each 
Member other than the majority and 
minority leaders and the minority 
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no 
event shall debate continue beyond 
11:50 a.m. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL 
PREPAREDNESS MONTH 

(Mr. KENNEDY of New York was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. KENNEDY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today in recognition of 
National Preparedness Month because 
when disaster strikes, preparedness is 
not optional. It is essential. 

Since 2004, the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency has led a national 
preparedness campaign to improve 
emergency readiness. From building 
supply kits to organizing volunteer ef-

forts to raising awareness about emer-
gency alert systems, National Pre-
paredness Month is a reminder that 
communities can reduce and, in some 
cases, prevent devastation. 

Disasters don’t wait for election cy-
cles or budget negotiations. Floods, 
fires, blizzards, hurricanes, and torna-
does arrive suddenly, shattering lives 
and testing our Nation’s resiliency. 

When these moments arrive, FEMA 
must be ready to act as the lifeline 
that millions of Americans depend on, 
especially as these events are becoming 
more frequent, destructive, and unpre-
dictable. 

Last year alone, the United States 
experienced 27 disasters, costing more 
than $1 billion: wildfires in the West, 
flooding in the South, hurricanes along 
our coasts, tornadoes in the heartland, 
and blizzards in the North. 

As the ranking member of the Emer-
gency Management and Technology 
Subcommittee, I have seen firsthand 
the importance of FEMA’s work and 
the pressing need to safeguard its mis-
sion. 

This National Preparedness Month, 
the stakes are much higher. At the 
very moment when Americans need 
strong, stable leadership in Federal 
emergency management, some in this 
Chamber and in the White House are 
pushing to undermine it. 

Let me be clear: Eliminating FEMA, 
cutting preparedness grants, or 
hollowing out the Agency’s workforce 
is not just reckless. It is playing poli-
tics with people’s lives. It leaves fami-
lies stranded, communities over-
whelmed, and local responders without 
the Federal support they desperately 
need. 

Preparedness begins locally, with 
families making plans, schools running 
emergency drills, local and State lead-
ers building resilient infrastructure, 
and emergency managers issuing alerts 
for dangerous conditions, but no city, 
county, or State can manage the full 
scale of today’s disasters alone. 

That is why FEMA exists. It is the 
backbone of our Nation’s disaster read-
iness and a bridge to recovery. 

Now is the time to strengthen FEMA, 
not to dismantle it. FEMA brings the 
surge capacity, coordination, and re-
sources that no municipality can sum-
mon alone. From housing assistance 
and debris removal to hazard mitiga-
tion and long-term rebuilding, FEMA 
is the connective tissue of our national 
preparedness. 

As Members of Congress, we have a 
duty to ensure our constituents and 
the communities we represent never 
have to wonder whether their Federal 
Government will be there to support 
them when disaster strikes. 

Disasters do not discriminate be-
tween red States and blue States. Pre-
paredness is not partisan. It is a shared 
responsibility and moral obligation. 

This National Preparedness Month, 
we owe it to every family, first re-
sponder, and community to ensure 
FEMA stands ready to help, respond, 
recover, and rebuild. 

f 

CAREER AND TECHNICAL 
EDUCATION CAUCUS 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania was 
recognized to address the House for 5 
minutes.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, as the co-chair of the bi-
partisan Career and Technical Edu-
cation Caucus, I am proud to be an ad-
vocate for CTE and the work we do to 
support job training, apprenticeships, 
and CTE programs. 

Skills-based education provides 
learners of all ages with career-ready 
skills, giving individuals the tools to 
succeed and restoring the rungs on the 
ladder of opportunity. 

From agriculture to the arts and 
from marketing to manufacturing, 
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CTE programs work to develop Amer-
ica’s most valuable resource: its peo-
ple. A highly skilled workforce is im-
portant to the success of our American 
economy. 

That is why, together with the CTE 
Caucus co-chair, Congresswoman 
BONAMICI, I introduced two bills that 
increase career counseling for students 
and adult learners. 

The Counseling for Career Choice Act 
would expand K–12 career counseling 
services and provide more resources fo-
cused on financial literacy, registered 
apprenticeships, dual enrollment pro-
grams, internships, and even financing 
for college or other postsecondary edu-
cation. 

Career counseling gives students the 
tools that they need to make well-in-
formed decisions about their futures. 
When we equip school counselors with 
the resources necessary, we can help 
close our Nation’s skills gap and let 
students find the pathway to fulfilling 
careers. 

The Counseling for Career Choice Act 
ensures that middle and high school 
students are made fully aware of their 
career and educational options prior to 
graduation so that they are aware of 
all the opportunities before them. 

CTE has established itself as a path 
that many high-achieving students 
choose in pursuit of industry certifi-
cations and hands-on skills that they 
can use right out of high school in 
skills-based education programs or col-
lege. 

For adult learners, we introduced the 
Creating Opportunities to Thrive and 
Advance Act, or COTA Act for short, to 
help spread the word about career 
counseling through public outreach. 

COTA amends title II of the Work-
force Innovation and Opportunity Act, 
or WIOA, to bolster career guidance for 
adults. 

For the first time, this bill would 
allow for public outreach such as pub-
lic service announcements, social 
media campaigns, job fairs, and other 
means to educate the public on work-
force development programs. 

Mr. Speaker, we must be able to tell 
the public about the resources avail-
able to them. Increasing access to ca-
reer opportunities is a good invest-
ment, and the COTA Act will give indi-
viduals the resources they need to take 
the next step in their careers. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support both bills and to join the bipar-
tisan Career and Technical Education 
Caucus today. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF LLOYD 
WILLIAMS 

(Mr. ESPAILLAT of New York was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life and legacy of a 
good friend, Lloyd Williams, president 
and CEO of The Greater Harlem Cham-
ber of Commerce and cofounder of 
HARLEM WEEK. 

Lloyd was a dear friend and beloved 
member of the Harlem community. 
Through his lifetime of public service, 
spanning more than 50 years, more 
than one-half century, Lloyd was dedi-
cated in his unparalleled dedication to 
fostering economic empowerment, cul-
tural pride, and social equity in the vil-
lage of Harlem. 
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Born on January 16, 1945, in Jamaica 
and immigrated to New York City at 
the age of 2, where he was raised in 
Harlem, Lloyd committed a lifetime of 
service to the advancement and em-
powerment of the Harlem community. 
In many ways, Lloyd Williams was Mr. 
Harlem. 

He earned his higher education de-
gree at The City College of New York 
and developed a lifelong passion for 
civic engagement, economic develop-
ment, and cultural preservation. 

In 1974, Lloyd Williams, along with 
Manhattan Borough President Percy E. 
Sutton, Voza Rivers, and others, co-
founded Harlem Week, which was ini-
tially designated as a 1-day event to re-
store community pride, yet it grew 
into a multi-week cultural festival 
celebrating Harlem’s history, art, 
music, business, and contributions to 
society, attracting millions of people 
annually. 

In 1988, Lloyd was appointed presi-
dent of the Greater Harlem Chamber of 
Commerce, becoming one of the long-
est serving leaders of this important 
organization, guiding the Chamber 
through periods of economic challenges 
and revitalization over more than four 
decades. 

Under his visionary leadership, the 
Greater Harlem Chamber of Commerce 
expanded its mission to promote mi-
nority-owned businesses, attract in-
vestment, foster entrepreneurship, and 
support workforce development initia-
tives that improve economic opportu-
nities for Harlem’s residents. 

Lloyd championed key social issues, 
including affordable housing, education 
reform, health equity, climate change 
awareness, and bridging the digital di-
vide, working tirelessly to ensure that 
Harlem’s growth was inclusive and re-
flective of the need of its diverse popu-
lation. 

Lloyd was a champion of Harlem’s 
cultural institutions and heritage and 
served as a dedicated mentor, friend, 
and adviser to many others throughout 
New York City. 

We are all saddened by his passing 
and will miss him greatly, but we will 
always and forever remember him and 
his enduring commitment to civil 
rights, social justice, and community 
advocacy. 

On a personal note, Mr. Speaker, 
Lloyd Williams was my friend. In the 
political terrain, I believe that he paid 
for our friendship, but he never backed 
down. His last message to me, a text 
message, simply said: Proud. 

Well, we are all proud of Lloyd Wil-
liams. We will never forget him. His 

impact and influence will be remem-
bered across Harlem USA and across 
the United States of America. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JEFF WILSON 
(Mr. NORMAN of South Carolina was 

recognized to address the House for 5 
minutes.) 

Mr. NORMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize a truly great South 
Carolinian, Mr. Jeff Wilson. He is an 
outstanding public servant and beacon 
of our farming community. As head of 
Cotton Hills Farm in Lowrys, South 
Carolina, he recently was named the 
South Carolina Farmer of the Year for 
2025 by the Sunbelt Ag Expo. This dis-
tinct honor is for his decades of dedi-
cated service to farming, conservation, 
and community. 

For over 40 years, Jeff Wilson has ex-
emplified the very best of what it 
means to be a South Carolina farmer. 
He is hardworking, he is innovative, 
and he is deeply committed to pre-
serving the land and the legacy of his 
family. 

Cotton Hills Farm has been in the 
Wilson family since 1882. That is over 
143 years ago. Originally starting with 
only 100 acres gifted to Jeff by his 
great-grandmother, it now spans over 
1,000 acres producing a diverse array of 
crops. 

Jeff’s story is one of dedication not 
only to the land but to the family. 
After serving our Nation in the Air 
Force during the Vietnam war, Jeff re-
turned home to carry on the farm. He 
followed in the footsteps of his father, 
who took over the farm at the age of 
13. Now, four generations later, Jeff 
farms alongside his sons, Jeb and Pete. 

Jeff has truly been an innovator in 
the agriculture industry. He has upheld 
sustainable farming practices long be-
fore they were commonplace and 
adopted no-till methods, cover crop-
ping, and efficient underground irriga-
tion to conserve water and to protect 
the soil. His commitment to conserva-
tion has earned him statewide and na-
tional recognition, including leader-
ship roles on the soil and water con-
servation state board and the South-
east Region Hall of Fame award for the 
National Association of Conservation 
Districts. 

Jeff also works outside the family 
farm. He and his family operate three 
retail markets and a GAP-certified 
packing facility. These bring the fresh, 
local produce directly to the con-
sumers. 

Throughout his life, Jeff has been 
deeply involved in serving his commu-
nity. He has served 50 years with the 
Ruritan Club, 30 years with the Young 
Farmer and Agribusiness Association, 
and he is on the Clemson Extension Ad-
visory Committee. He was also awarded 
County Conservationist of the Year. 

Jeff’s commitment to education 
through programs like the annual 
Farm & Tractor Day and the South 
Carolina Ag + Art Tour reflect his de-
sire to share the values of agriculture 
with future generations. 
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Above all, Jeff Wilson’s character 

stands as a shining example of integ-
rity and of gratitude. His faith in our 
Almighty God and his humility are 
shown in everything he does, always 
reminding us of how important it is to 
give back to our community and to our 
country. 

I can personally attest to the genuine 
and forward-thinking spirit that Jeff 
brings to every opportunity. His lead-
ership strengthens South Carolina ag-
riculture, ensures the future of family 
farming, and honors the heritage that 
makes our State proud. 

On behalf of the people of South 
Carolina, I thank Mr. Jeff Wilson for 
his extraordinary contributions to our 
State, to our city, to our county, and 
to our country. I pray this work con-
tinues to inspire young people to lead 
by his strong values. 

We just had the tragic passing of a 
great American, Charlie Kirk, who 
extolled the values of faith, family, and 
freedom. Jeff Wilson extolls the values 
that Mr. Kirk extolled for 31 years of 
his life. 

Godspeed. 
f 

PARTNERSHIP FOR L.A. SCHOOLS 

(Mr. HOYER of Maryland was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, one of the 
most important and critical respon-
sibilities any nation has, any commu-
nity has, any State has, is the edu-
cation of its children. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to highlight 
the extraordinary work of an organiza-
tion from Los Angeles that has lessons 
for every community in America. 

Nearly two decades ago, then-Mayor 
Antonio Villaraigosa partnered with 
my good friends, philanthropists 
Melanie and Richard Lundquist, to 
launch the Partnership for Los Angeles 
Schools. Dr. Lundquist is with us 
today. 

Their nonprofit is committed to 
strengthening public schools in some of 
L.A.’s most underserved and chal-
lenging communities. 

Today, under the leadership of Gua-
dalupe Guerrero, the Partnership for 
L.A. Schools manages 20 K–12 public 
schools, serving more than 13,500 stu-
dents in Boyle Heights, Watts, and 
South L.A. 

These are not charter schools. They 
are neighborhood public schools work-
ing in close collaboration with the Los 
Angeles Unified School District. 

The results speak for themselves. 
When the partnership began, the high 

school graduation rate in its schools 
was just 36 percent. Today, that rate 
has risen to 92 percent. 

The progress does not stop there. 
This year’s partnership schools reached 
their highest math performance ever 
and matched their strongest literary 
results. 
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Following the pandemic, students 
demonstrated 3 consecutive years of 

growth in math and 2 consecutive 
years of growth in reading. 

Every partnership elementary school 
advanced in literacy, and nearly all of 
them advanced in math, as well. Black 
and emergent bilingual students, those 
who have historically faced the steep-
est barriers, made some of the strong-
est gains. 

I had the opportunity to see this out-
standing education model at work 
when I toured Santee High School, one 
of the partnership’s campuses. I was 
impressed by the students and their 
learning progress. I was convinced then 
and am even more certain now that the 
partnership has created a scalable and 
sustainable model for schools nation-
ally. 

The partnership is not only a success 
for L.A. but an example for all of 
America. Their work demonstrates 
that when we invest in teacher coach-
ing, leadership development, aligned 
systems of support, and other proven 
strategies, students make real and, im-
portantly, lasting gains. 

Many in our country have taken aim 
at public schools recently. The partner-
ship is proof that our public schools 
can deliver for every child so long as 
we provide them with the right tools 
and, importantly, the resources. The 
partnership continues to prove that 
every day. 

I commend the Partnership for L.A. 
Schools—its educators, students, and 
families—for showing our country a 
better path forward. 

Dr. Lundquist has become a dear 
friend and an extraordinary shining ex-
ample for us all. I recognize my friend, 
Melanie, who is with me here today, 
and the tens of thousands of children, 
teachers, and participants who have 
made this such a success. 

Mr. Speaker, tens of thousands of children 
have seen brighter futures because of Melanie 
and her husband Richard’s philanthropy, vi-
sion, and dedication to improving America’s 
public schools. 

My friend, the late congressman Bill Natch-
er, used to say: ‘‘As long as you take care of 
the health of your people and the education of 
your children, you’ll continue to live in the 
strongest and best nation on earth.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, that is exactly what Melanie 
Lundquist and the partnership for LA Schools 
are doing. 

And for that, they have my thanks and the 
gratitude of the American people. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SUAREZ- 
DELGADO FAMILY 

(Mr. BACON of Nebraska was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the Suarez-Delgado 
family from my district for Hispanic 
Heritage Month. Their story is one of 
resilience, devotion, and the pursuit of 
opportunity, one that reminds us of the 
enduring promise of the American 
Dream. 

Father Jaime Suarez-Reyes, born in 
Mexico, visited Disneyland as a child, 

and it lit a spark in his heart. He de-
cided then and there that America 
would be his home. In 1981, he began 
raising a family with his wife, Patricia 
Delgado de Suarez, and set his dream 
in motion. 

The path was anything but easy. The 
process of immigrating took 7 years of 
perseverance, paperwork, and deter-
mination. In 1990, Jaime was able to 
bring Patricia and their four children, 
Jaime Jr., Adrian, Lorena, and Pau-
lina, to Omaha, Nebraska. 

Life in America demanded courage 
and adjustment. The Suarez children 
entered school, learning English and 
embracing the culture of their new 
home. With the support of kind neigh-
bors and welcoming friends, the family 
grew in confidence and faith in the 
promise of freedom and opportunity. 

Jaime worked tirelessly to support 
his family. His early jobs included 
shifts in a meatpacking plant, cleaning 
offices, and selling cars at H&H Ford. 
As his English improved, new doors 
opened. He became a Realtor, an insur-
ance agent, and a banker. Yet, his true 
calling was entrepreneurship. 

Jaime ventured into the restaurant 
business and steadily expanded into 
other enterprises, building a founda-
tion of a legacy that his children will 
carry forward. 

Jaime’s success was never about 
business. It was about service. To-
gether with Patricia, he served Our 
Lady of Guadalupe Church, teaching 
pre-marriage classes. In 1995, they be-
came ordained family life ministers. 

Jaime volunteered in Millard Public 
Schools as a translator, mentor, and 
soccer coach. He helped Hispanic stu-
dents attend national leadership con-
ferences, ensuring that opportunity ex-
tended beyond his own family and to a 
broader community. 

From Jaime’s example of faith and 
sacrifice, the Suarez children forged re-
markable paths of their own. 

Son Jaime Jr., a Creighton Prep and 
UNO alumnus, stayed in Omaha to con-
tinue the family’s entrepreneurial tra-
dition. Today, he operates 13 res-
taurants and cofounded real estate de-
velopment and construction companies 
with his brother Adrian. He serves on 
nonprofit boards, to include OneWorld 
Community Health. He has been ap-
pointed to the Nebraska Latino Com-
mission and the Omaha Landmarks 
Heritage Preservation Commission. 

His brother Adrian also remained in 
Omaha. A graduate of Creighton Prep 
and Creighton University, Adrian cur-
rently runs the family business, man-
aging more than 100 employees. He has 
served on the board of trustees of the 
Omaha Public Library. 

Their sister Lorena, a graduate of 
Marian High School, the University of 
Rochester, and UNMC, became a sur-
geon specializing in oncology. Today, 
she serves as a faculty member at the 
University of Nevada, Las Vegas. 

Finally, Paulina chose a career in 
nursing. Now a registered nurse in 
Warren, Ohio, she and her husband run 
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two gyms and manage an office build-
ing that supports nonprofits. 

The story of the Suarez-Delgado fam-
ily reflects the best of the American 
spirit. From humble beginnings to pro-
fessional achievements, their legacy is 
one of faith, family, and community. It 
is proof that the American Dream is 
alive, that it endures, and that the 
American Dream can be fulfilled 
through generations to come through 
resilience, devotion, hard work, a love 
of family, and faith. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Suarez- 
Delgado family for pursuing their 
American Dream. 

f 

RESPECT FOR SCIENCE AND 
PURSUIT OF TRUTH 

(Ms. JOHNSON of Texas was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to speak about a topic that 
should transcend partisanship: respect 
for science and the pursuit of truth. 

History shows us that when nations 
embrace science, they grow stronger. 
When they suppress it, they grow 
weaker and often less free. 

Throughout our history, we have wit-
nessed dictators and authoritarian 
leaders suppress science and knowledge 
because it threatened their rule. 

In Nazi Germany, Jewish scientists 
were forced out of universities, and re-
search was put under complete control 
of the government. The result was not 
only the loss of a generation of bril-
liant minds but a society in which 
truth itself was subjugated to govern-
ment propaganda. 

In Stalin’s Soviet Union, biology was 
condemned as ‘‘bourgeois science.’’ Re-
searchers who insisted on facts rather 
than ideology were imprisoned, killed, 
or sent to work in slave labor. 

Even as far back as Mao’s Cultural 
Revolution, China dismantled aca-
demic institutions, silenced experts, 
and elevated loyalty over knowledge. 
Generations lost their chance at edu-
cation, and the nation’s progress was 
stunted. 

Mr. Speaker, if we do not learn from 
our history, we are doomed to repeat 
it. We are witnessing the same pattern 
repeating in our own lifetime. 

In Hungary, Viktor Orban has taken 
over universities, closed independent 
institutions, and forced academic pro-
grams to shut down when they con-
tradict his political goals. 

In Russia, Vladimir Putin has jailed 
scientists and censored research, all to 
preserve the illusion of control and 
strength. 

What these regimes have in common 
is simple: They know that science, at 
its core, is a challenge to 
authoritarianism. Science is a search 
for truth. It cannot be dictated by poli-
ticians, so when science becomes an af-
front to the goals of authoritarian 
leaders, they attack it, suppress it, 
deny it, and replace it with propaganda 
and misinformation. 

Here at home, Donald Trump is fol-
lowing the same playbook. He has 
mocked climate scientists, dismissed 
decades of evidence, even as Americans 
suffer record floods, droughts, and 
wildfires. 

Donald Trump has undermined doc-
tors and public health officials by put-
ting the Nation’s leading vaccine de-
nier in charge of our public health. 
Trump has promoted unproven cures 
for diseases, cut billions in critical re-
search funding, and dismantled advi-
sory boards that create avenues for 
government to work with scientists to 
make good policy. 

In his 2026 budget, Trump is pro-
posing to eliminate funding for the Ad-
ministration for Community Living, 
which supports older and disabled 
Americans; the Department of Health 
and Human Services’ Prevention and 
Public Health Fund; the Patient-Cen-
tered Outcomes Research Trust Fund; 
the Pediatric Brain Tumor Consor-
tium, an association of 16 academic 
centers and children’s hospitals dedi-
cated to trials of novel treatments for 
pediatric brain cancer; and so much 
more. 

We need to understand why this is 
happening and why Republicans in this 
Congress are supporting it. These at-
tacks are not random. They are delib-
erate, and they prove a tendency by 
this President to emulate the authori-
tarians of the past and present. 

Trump’s goal is to erode trust in ex-
perts, replace facts with loyalty, and 
convince Americans that only one man 
and one government can be trusted to 
define what is right and what is wrong. 
When a leader can erase truth and re-
write reality, they can justify any-
thing. They can jail opponents. They 
can seize power and ignore the judges 
and the rule of law. They undermine 
the very essence of democracy itself. 

Mr. Speaker, science is not partisan. 
It is not our political enemy. It is a 
safeguard against lies and misinforma-
tion. When our Nation’s top leaders at-
tack it, they are not only rejecting evi-
dence. They are rejecting account-
ability. 

America has always been strongest 
when we embrace discovery and not de-
nial. When we put researchers, 
innovators, and problem-solvers to 
work—from curing polio to sending hu-
mans to the Moon and leading break-
throughs in clean energy and tech-
nology—our greatness has always come 
from empowering science, not mocking 
it. 

Trump and Republicans are working 
to gut these critical advancements. 
Their tactics echo the worst chapters 
of history, and they mirror the tactics 
of authoritarian regimes today. If we 
fail to call this out, we risk normal-
izing it. 

I believe the American people know 
what is at stake. They know that 
progress, safety, and freedom depend 
on science and truth, and truth cannot 
be dictated from a bully pulpit. 
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Defending science means defending 
democracy. It is about making sure our 
children inherit a nation that values 
evidence over propaganda and freedom 
over fear. 

We cannot let authoritarians’ attack 
on truth take root here. We cannot let 
science become the casualty of politics 
because if we do, history shows us ex-
actly where that road will lead. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE LIFE OF 
CHARLIE KIRK 

(Mr. MCGUIRE of Virginia was recog-
nized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. MCGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of Charlie Kirk. 
The country is heartbroken. As every-
one knows, Charlie Kirk was assas-
sinated last week for his beliefs of 
faith, family, and freedom. 

Words are not violence. Violence is 
violence, and based on a pattern from 
the radical left, the message is clear: 
Keep your different points of view to 
yourself or else. That is an attack on 
the most important founding principle 
of our country and that is our First 
Amendment freedom of speech. 

We must stay strong. We must keep 
fighting to keep our conservative prin-
ciples, our Christian principles, strong. 

Mr. Speaker, Charlie Kirk was a de-
voted father and husband and a Chris-
tian who deeply loved our Nation. His 
amazing wife, Erika, has lost a hus-
band, and two beautiful children will 
have to grow up without the guidance 
of their father. When asked how he 
would want to be remembered if he 
passed away, he said: I want to be re-
membered for my faith. That should be 
the most important thing. 

Those celebrating his assassination 
and lying about his record, well, that is 
just disappointing and that is wrong. 

Charlie believed civil dialogue could 
always prevail, standing for civil dis-
course over violence. His debate skills 
were second to none and he captured 
the hearts and minds of all Americans, 
especially young Americans across our 
country. 

He courageously pushed back against 
radical leftist divisive ideologies that 
have eroded our national unity. Unfor-
tunately, some in the media continue 
to misconstrue his message to be of 
hate, but he treated all human beings 
with dignity and respect. 

Charlie’s legacy on the world left a 
message that resonates with an entire 
generation, and it is only getting 
stronger. He was a devoted servant of 
our Savior Jesus Christ and it is best 
to live his teachings every day. 

Later this week, I hope everyone in 
the House will join me in supporting 
the resolution honoring the life of 
Charlie Kirk. Charlie lived with cour-
age, compassion, and conviction. He 
was a fierce defender of the American 
founding principles, such as limited 
government, individual responsibility, 
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life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness. 

Since Charlie founded Turning Point 
USA in 2012, when he was 18 years old 
in his garage, he became and remained 
a prominent voice in our political dis-
course. 

He was the strongest defender of our 
First Amendment. He worked tirelessly 
to promote unity without compro-
mising his convictions. 

Mr. Speaker, my message to all 
Americans is, we live in a dangerous 
world. Stay vigilant and let us keep an 
eye on each other. If you see some-
thing, say something, do something. 
Charlie’s death is tragic and sober, but 
I can already see God is turning this 
tragedy into a greater good. Charlie 
will be laid to rest this Sunday in Ari-
zona. 

Mr. Speaker, from a grateful nation, 
we thank Charlie for all he has done. 
May he rest in peace. 

Well done good and faithful servant, 
Matthew 25:21. 

f 

REMEMBERING JARED KNEALE 

(Mrs. SYKES of Ohio was recognized 
to address the House for 5 minutes.) 

Mrs. SYKES. Mr. Speaker, today, I 
rise to speak out on an important issue 
impacting this Nation and my commu-
nity in Ohio. 

As you may know, September is Sui-
cide Prevention Month, a time to pause 
and recognize mental health and the 
tragedy of taking one’s own life. 

Today, I rise with both a heavy heart 
and a hopeful spirit, because while my 
community has felt the devastating 
toll of suicide, I also believe in the 
power of advocacy and awareness in 
order to save lives. 

Suicide Prevention Month is an op-
portunity for us to reflect and discuss 
stigmas around mental health and af-
firm, once again, that mental health 
care is healthcare. 

Today, I will specifically address the 
sacrifices of our police officers, fire-
fighters, paramedics, and other first re-
sponders. These are the women and 
men running toward danger while oth-
ers flee for safety. 

At the end of the day, after news sto-
ries publish details of their heroism, 
the weight of the trauma may linger 
long after sirens fade. 

In 2021, the CDC acknowledged that 
law enforcement officers and fire-
fighters are more likely to die by sui-
cide than in the line of duty. 

Jared Kneale is one such story from 
northeast Ohio. Born on October 5, 
1981, in Euclid, Ohio, Jared graduated 
from Wadsworth High School in the 
year 2000. After working for the city of 
Wadsworth as a fireman and paramedic 
for 15 years, Jared transferred to the 
nearby city of Canton, Ohio, in Ohio’s 
13th Congressional District where he 
would serve his community for 8 years. 

On Friday, May 17, 2024, northeast 
Ohio and Ohio’s 13th District lost a du-
tiful public servant and a loving hus-
band, father, grandfather, and friend. 

The Canton Fire Department would 
later announce in a post on social 
media that Kneale’s death was the re-
sult of a suicide due to a post-trau-
matic stress-related illness and that in 
his final moments, Jared signaled to us 
his wishes to use his death to help 
bring awareness to firefighter mental 
health. That is why I stand today be-
fore you, Mr. Speaker, to do exactly 
that and carry out Jared’s last wishes. 

Mr. Speaker, far too many suffer in 
silence, afraid of judgment or showing 
signs of weakness, but it is time we 
stand up for those who run toward dan-
ger, that we acknowledge our collec-
tive strength far surpasses the indi-
vidual, and that asking for help is 
truly the greatest form of strength. 

Rarely have I seen a better example 
of this than in the immediate after-
math of Jared’s passing. Upon hearing 
about the tragedy, over 70 firefighters 
descended upon the local hospital to 
pay their respects. 

As my community continues to 
grieve, cases like Jared’s cannot be ig-
nored because when we invest in men-
tal health, we invest in all of our com-
munities. 

Mr. Speaker, I will take a moment to 
talk a little bit about Jared and his life 
and the person that he was. 

Jared, who worked with the 2nd Bat-
talion and was assigned to ladder truck 
one, was loved by his colleagues. Dur-
ing his tenure with the city of Canton, 
he earned two Medals of Commenda-
tion and two meritorious citations for 
heroic actions on the job. 

He was the head chef at station one 
and took great pride in sharing meals 
with his colleagues. Jared was known 
for his infectious laughter and he was 
the ringleader of the pranks at the sta-
tion. 

He also had a love for peanut butter 
M&M’s and Chewy SweeTARTS, always 
making sure his candy was stocked, 
knowing full well the rest of his crew 
would sneak handfuls out of his locker. 

Jared was a devoted husband to his 
wife, Carrie, and a loving father to his 
six children: Tim, Shaunna, Caden, 
Aidan, Olivia, and Isabella. He was a 
fan of the Cleveland Browns, loved 
riding his Harley, and was a talented 
carpenter and mechanic. Behind every 
uniform is a person just like Jared who 
feels, grieves, and may struggle to cope 
with the toll of the demands of their 
work. 

According to the National Fire-
fighters Association, 20 percent of fire-
fighters and paramedics meet the cri-
teria for post-traumatic stress at some 
point during their careers. Addition-
ally, the suicide rate for firefighters is 
much higher for them than the general 
public. The connection between PTSD 
and traumatic rescue work is quite 
clear. We, as a legislative body, must 
do more to ensure that first responders 
never have to carry this burden alone. 
We also, as human beings, must do 
more to be there for one another. 

In the wake of Jared’s passing, the 
Canton Fire Department said: ‘‘We 

urge our fellow brothers and sisters to 
reach out to one another.’’ We must re-
member that we have more in common 
than we do that separates us. We must 
do more to reach out and care for our 
neighbors who are struggling. 

Before I take my seat, Mr. Speaker, I 
want to make sure that everyone 
knows that if you are struggling, if you 
know someone who is struggling, you 
can call or text 9–8–8 for personalized 
support during these difficult times. 
They are not alone. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I thank Jared’s 
family for allowing me to share his 
story and uplift a firefighter and some-
one who is so very important to our 
community but lost their life trag-
ically. 

f 

b 1040 

WE ARE BETTER TOGETHER 

(Mr. MANN of Kansas was recognized 
to address the House for 5 minutes.) 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
still in shock and saddened at the po-
litical assassination of Charlie Kirk. 
There is no place for political violence 
in our country, and it is antithetical to 
who we are as Americans. 

The beauty of our Nation and the 
First Amendment is that anyone from 
anywhere has the right to express their 
beliefs, engage in dialogue, and dis-
agree peacefully. That is the heart of 
our democracy. We need to get back to 
embracing that dialogue. 

Charlie often said that when we stop 
talking, that is when violence happens. 
I don’t want to live in a society where 
we don’t talk to people we disagree 
with and resort to violence. Leadership 
is never easy, but it falls on us to lead 
the way by carrying on the mission 
that Charlie lived for of open debate in 
a free society in the greatest nation 
that the world has ever known. 

When al-Qaida terrorists attacked 
our Nation 24 years ago, they had one 
goal—to destroy America. They didn’t 
see us as Democrats or Republicans, 
red States or blue States. They just 
saw Americans, one nation under God, 
and their goal was to destroy us. When 
we lose sight of seeing the humanity in 
our fellow Americans who think dif-
ferently than us and convince ourselves 
they are the enemy instead of our 
neighbor, we are feeding into the very 
thing our adversaries want, and de-
stroy our great country from within. 
We are better than this. 

America is the greatest country in 
the world. All 340 million of us have 
different perspectives, values, and be-
liefs. I can’t count how many issues I 
disagree with my colleagues across the 
aisle on, yet we know we can disagree 
without turning to violence. Charlie 
Kirk was an example of this. He did 
things the right way, having healthy 
debates with people who saw dif-
ferently than him and sparking a 
movement that transformed an entire 
generation. Charlie believed in the 
promise of America, and his life’s work 
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was making sure we lived up to that 
promise. 

Audrey and I continue to pray for 
Charlie’s wife, Erika, who has two 
beautiful young children, and his fam-
ily, friends, and supporters. Last week, 
President Trump invited the Nation to 
commit to praying for the country for 
1 hour a week ahead of our 250th birth-
day. I would encourage us to accept 
that challenge. It is hard to hate some-
one when you pray with them and for 
them regularly. 

One of the greatest blessings of this 
job is that I get to know and spend 
time with Kansans all across the Big 
First District, and because of that, I 
know that we are better than this. 
America is still the greatest country in 
the world, and I am hopeful that we 
will all take the opportunity to follow 
Charlie’s example by engaging on the 
issues with our neighbors and living up 
to the promise of our great country. 

RETURN TO REGULAR ORDER 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, today our 
national debt stands at $37 trillion. For 
years, elected officials from both sides 
of the aisle have come to Washington 
ringing the alarm on our national debt, 
and rightly so. The only problem is, 
often they get to the Nation’s Capital, 
and there is little to no appetite to 
make hard decisions to get our spend-
ing in check. 

At the start of President Trump’s 
historic second term earlier this year, 
he did the unthinkable. He paused Fed-
eral spending, went line by line 
through the Federal budget, and seri-
ously evaluated how we are spending 
our tax dollars. For some people in this 
town, it was heartburn. However, Mr. 
Speaker, Kansans in the Big First Dis-
trict welcomed this fiscal sanity. 

The reality is, our national debt is 
unsustainable. If every single house-
hold was to contribute and bring our 
debt to zero, we would each be respon-
sible for $289,000. Consider that the av-
erage mortgage in America is about 
$245,000. No one in this body would 
allow a loved one to make continu-
ously poor financial decisions like this. 
Why do we do it with our government? 

House Republicans have been clear 
that we would like to return to regular 
order, pass 12 individual appropriations 
bills, and get our spending under con-
trol. Despite this reality, the consensus 
among too many in Washington is that 
they would rather see President Trump 
fail than work together to fund the 
government responsibly. It is frus-
trating, and rather than coming to the 
table to work together, they prefer to 
grandstand to try to score some polit-
ical points. 

We are better than this, Mr. Speaker. 
I urge my Democratic colleagues to 
come to the table, return to regular 
order, and let’s get our fiscal house 
back in order. 

GOVERNMENT FUNDING AND 
HEALTHCARE 

(Mr. MAGAZINER of Rhode Island was 
recognized to address the House for 5 
minutes.) 

Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, it 
was just announced this week that 
health insurance costs in Rhode Island 
are going to go up by as much as 22 per-
cent next year, costing working people 
thousands of dollars more per year to 
pay for their health insurance. This is 
money that people don’t have. Most 
people in my State, most people in this 
country are just barely getting by. 
They can’t afford to pay thousands of 
dollars more for their health insurance. 

It is not just in Rhode Island that it 
is happening. It is all across the coun-
try. State after State is announcing 
next year’s insurance rates with double 
digit increases. We know why this is 
happening. It is happening because Re-
publicans and the Trump administra-
tion just cut a trillion dollars from 
Medicaid, and now they are also trying 
to let the Affordable Care Act tax pre-
miums expire. 

When you do that, when you take 
trillions of dollars out of the 
healthcare system, you are not just 
taking away health insurance coverage 
from millions of Americans, you are 
also taking revenue away from hos-
pitals, community health centers, and 
doctors’ practices. The only way that 
those healthcare providers can stay in 
business is to raise prices on everybody 
else, and that is exactly what is hap-
pening. 

We told our Republican colleagues 
that this is what would happen when 
they passed that trillion dollar cut to 
Medicaid. We told them that health in-
surance costs were going to go up for 
everybody else in the country, but they 
didn’t want to hear it. They were so 
desperate to give away tax cuts to the 
rich, and now those people watching at 
home are going to be paying the bill in 
the form of higher healthcare costs. 

However, it is not too late. We can 
still restore funding for healthcare so 
that everyone back home isn’t hit by 
double-digit cost increases on their in-
surance. 

Congress is about to pass a budget for 
next year, and we can pass a budget 
that restores funding for healthcare, 
that extends the Affordable Care Act 
tax premiums, that restores funding 
for Medicaid so that working people 
aren’t stuck with higher costs for their 
health insurance. Not only can we do 
this, we must. 

I want to vote for a bipartisan budget 
that funds the government and pro-
tects healthcare for the American peo-
ple, but if, as has been advertised, the 
Republican majority tries to rush a 
vote on a budget that does not fix the 
healthcare crisis, the healthcare crisis 
that they created, then I will be a 
‘‘no.’’ All of my colleagues should be, 
as well. 

Republicans control the House, Sen-
ate, and the White House. If they 
refuse to pass a budget that protects 

healthcare, they own the consequences. 
If they choose to shut the government 
down instead of fixing the healthcare 
crisis that they created, the American 
people will not forgive them. 

RESTORING LIFESAVING FOOD AID 
Mr. MAGAZINER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

for the 41st time to call on the Trump 
administration to restore lifesaving 
food aid for children starving around 
the world. Edesia Nutrition in my dis-
trict is about to send 15,000 boxes of 
this lifesaving food aid to children who 
are starving in Gaza. 

Now, in the past, this would have 
been done with support from America, 
from the U.S. taxpayers, and the boxes 
shipped to Gaza would have said ‘‘from 
the American people.’’ However, be-
cause the Trump administration has 
cut off lifesaving food aid for children, 
instead this shipment is being funded 
by the Israelis and nonprofit organiza-
tions working with Edesia Nutrition. 

This is a missed opportunity for 
America to be building goodwill in a 
very unstable part of the world, one of 
many missed opportunities because 
when we act to save the lives of starv-
ing children around the world, we are 
not just doing the right thing morally, 
we are helping make America stronger 
by building goodwill around the world. 

The Trump administration has prom-
ised repeatedly that they are going to 
restore this program, but promises do 
not save the lives of starving kids. 
Only nutrition can do that. 

I will continue to speak on this floor 
every day until the Trump administra-
tion honors its word and restores this 
program. 

f 

HEALTHCARE SUBSIDIES AND 
RESCISSIONS 

(Mr. OLSZEWSKI of Maryland was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. OLSZEWSKI. Mr. Speaker, today 
marks 257 consecutive days that this 
Congress has failed to take meaningful 
action to address the cost-of-living cri-
sis weighing heavily on struggling 
American families. 

Regrettably, the President and Re-
publican leadership have made life 
more difficult and less affordable for 
hardworking families across our Na-
tion through chaotic trade policies and 
devastating cuts to healthcare and food 
programs. 

b 1050 

The pending expiration of health in-
surance subsidies at the close of this 
year, in particular, threatens to impose 
a severe and unwarranted tax hike on 
the middle class. 

Allowing these subsidies to lapse will 
cause out-of-pocket premiums for en-
rolled Americans to soar by an as-
tounding 93 percent. 

This drastic reduction in subsidies 
will also compel many healthy individ-
uals to forgo insurance altogether, 
leaving a sicker population behind and 
forcing insurers to raise premiums 
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across the board. As a result, even fam-
ilies who do not receive these subsidies 
will see their premiums increase by 18 
percent. 

This single policy shift would strip 
health coverage from more than 5 mil-
lion Americans, adding to the 10 mil-
lion projected to lose insurance due to 
President Trump’s Medicaid cuts. 

Those fortunate enough to retain 
their insurance will face a staggering 
cost increase. A family of four earning 
just $90,000 annually could see their 
premiums escalate by as much as 69 
percent. That is an increase of over 
$3,000 per year, and that is crushing for 
a working family. 

The expiration of these subsidies will 
also inflict substantial harm on entre-
preneurs and small business owners. 
These are people who comprise roughly 
30 percent of marketplace enrollees. 

I am deeply concerned about the 
chilling effect this premium hike will 
have on business creation and job 
growth, both of which are already 
under significant strain in Trump’s 
economy. 

Democrats stand ready to work col-
laboratively with our Republican col-
leagues to fund the government in a bi-
partisan spirit. We are eager to nego-
tiate in good faith on a responsible 
budget that delivers for all Americans. 

Extending these vital tax subsidies is 
but one of many critical items on the 
table. 

Let me be unequivocal on one other 
issue. No budget proposal that permits 
additional rescissions is worthy of any 
serious consideration. Any long-term 
budget should be shielded against fur-
ther rescissions because we have al-
ready seen this administration’s will-
ingness to rescind funds approved in a 
bipartisan fashion by Congress, can-
celing support for foreign aid and pub-
lic broadcasting programs that enjoy 
broad bipartisan backing. 

The administration has also an-
nounced plans to exploit a little-known 
mechanism known as a pocket rescis-
sion to unilaterally cancel even more 
foreign aid. 

Of deep concern to myself and Mary-
landers, President Trump has threat-
ened to rescind funding that is vital to 
the reconstruction of the Francis Scott 
Key Bridge in Baltimore, a project crit-
ical not only to our local economy but 
to the Nation as a whole. 

I urge my colleagues to insist that 
any budget we pass categorically reject 
any further illegal impoundments. 

The power of the purse rests solely 
with Congress. If the President seeks 
to cut funding, he must do so through 
proper channels: by coming to Congress 
and requesting a lawful change. 

Let’s be sure to remember that in the 
days ahead. 

f 

VACCINES PROTECT OUR 
COMMUNITIES 

(Mr. CISNEROS of California was rec-
ognized to address the House for 5 min-
utes.) 

Mr. CISNEROS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to address the dangerous actions 
of the Health and Human Services Sec-
retary in regard to vaccines. 

Vaccines play a critical role in pro-
tecting our entire population in the 
United States. They are the most pow-
erful tool we have against serious in-
fectious diseases. They help our im-
mune system learn how to fight 
against viruses and prevent disease 
from spreading to our neighbors, com-
munities, and loved ones. 

A 2024 CDC study showed that rou-
tine vaccines have prevented over 508 
million cases of illness in children. The 
impact is immeasurable. That is hun-
dreds of millions of children who are 
saved from having to suffer through a 
miserable illness. On top of that, their 
family, friends, neighbors, classmates, 
and loved ones are all able to stay 
guarded from these viruses and dis-
eases. 

It is really all thanks to modern 
medicine, science, research, and the 
proven success of vaccines. 

The United States military admin-
isters 17 vaccines to military personnel 
on the basis of occupation, location of 
their deployment, and mission require-
ments. 

Once common diseases like polio, tet-
anus, and hepatitis B are now almost 
unheard of, thanks to routine vaccina-
tions. 

Vaccines have become so effective 
that people have forgotten the serious 
threat that they guard against in our 
communities, and now, they are trying 
to politicize one of the most revolu-
tionary developments of modern medi-
cine. 

Health and Human Services Sec-
retary Kennedy has been on a mission 
to spread misinformation and fear- 
mongering to scare parents away from 
getting their kids lifesaving vaccines. 
Not only that, he is attacking the re-
search and medical institutions that 
advance our health systems. He has 
canceled nearly $500 million in con-
tracts to develop vaccines. 

This blatant disregard for the health 
of our communities is reckless and 
puts all of us in danger. 

As Under Secretary of Defense for 
Personnel and Readiness at the Pen-
tagon, I oversaw public health efforts 
at the Pentagon during the COVID–19 
pandemic, which included acquiring 
and distributing vaccines to military 
personnel. 

In order to maintain the strength of 
our military, we need people equipped 
for whatever the world throws at them, 
and that includes diseases. 

Operation Warp Speed was a success. 
Over 95 percent of Active-Duty per-
sonnel were vaccinated. While no vac-
cine is perfect, only three individuals 
who took the vaccine while on Active 
Duty died from COVID–19 complica-
tions. 

Operation Warp Speed was so much 
of a success that Secretary Esper in-
cluded a binder labeled ‘‘Operation 
Warp Speed’’ in his official portrait. It 

is just too bad that no one can any 
longer see it hanging in the Pentagon. 

I find it ironic that the President 
who spoke out against the distribution 
of the vaccines for so long is now try-
ing to embrace its success. 

Our society has become healthier and 
more productive because of vaccines. 
Vaccines have become a global invest-
ment in a strong public system. 

In our modern times, we no longer 
need to worry about sending our kids 
to school, going to large sporting 
events or concerts, or even traveling, 
all because of the major reduction in 
the spread of disease. Vaccines are to 
thank for that. 

There are several consequences to re-
jecting vaccines and the science behind 
them. Mr. Kennedy’s recent comments 
attacking vaccines are destroying dec-
ades of work and community trust that 
has fostered safer and healthier com-
munities, trust that is based on good 
science. It is careless and dangerous, 
but he continues to follow in the foot-
steps of the President and create false 
narratives to spread fear and distrust. 

This anti-vaccine mission he is on is 
going to prevent families and children 
from getting the proper healthcare 
that they need. It is going to signifi-
cantly limit the resources that fami-
lies have to keep themselves healthy 
and protect themselves against infec-
tious disease. 

It should not be a political issue. 
This is about the health of our people, 
the health of our Nation. 

Every American should be alarmed 
about the detrimental impact that this 
will have on our communities across 
the Nation and globe, which is why I 
am fully committed to keeping our 
country safe and healthy, lowering the 
cost of healthcare, and making medical 
resources more accessible. 

All Americans deserve access to qual-
ity healthcare, including critical pre-
ventive care like vaccines. 

Secretary Kennedy should be lauded 
for his campaign to remove dyes from 
food, and I think that is admirable, but 
removing dyes from drinks and foods 
won’t protect kids from the threat of 
measles, chicken pox, polio, or other 
diseases. 

Vaccines are safe, effective, and our 
best defense against life-threatening 
diseases. 

I urge all Americans to trust our sci-
entists, our doctors, and decades of re-
search. Get vaccinated to protect your-
self, your families, and our commu-
nities. We have the power to maintain 
a healthy society and prevent deadly 
infectious disease. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 58 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in 
recess. 
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b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. GUEST) at noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret 
Grun Kibben, offered the following 
prayer: 

Father of lights, from whom comes 
every perfect gift and in whom there is 
no shadow, open our hearts this day to 
receive Your wisdom. As we commemo-
rate the founding of our Nation’s Con-
stitution, illumine our understanding 
of Your divine will and rekindle within 
us gratitude for the guidance You of-
fered our Nation’s Founders in the es-
tablishment of American democracy 
more than two centuries ago. 

For even in the early and precarious 
years of our country’s beginnings, 
when social anxiety and political tur-
moil threatened the future of this 
fledgling Nation, Lord, in Your mercy, 
You built the house that is our United 
States so that the framers of our Con-
stitution would not have fought for or 
built this government in vain. 

As You granted our Founders a vision 
of a more perfect Union, grant to our 
leaders and all American citizens today 
the will to preserve national unity to 
defend freedom and to uphold the com-
mon good. 

As You revealed the principles of lib-
erty and justice to the first lawmakers, 
reveal to us anew how, when we ground 
our faith and live our lives in You, the 
enjoyment of those rights naturally 
follows. 

Eternal God, we thank You for our 
noble past. We pray for integrity in the 
pursuit of peace in our present, and we 
look with hope toward a future worthy 
of Your blessing. 

In Your sovereign name, we pray. 
Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House the approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the 
Journal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SUBRAMANYAM) come forward and lead 
the House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM led the Pledge 
of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 requests 

for 1-minute speeches on each side of 
the aisle. 

f 

PETITIONING TO CHECK PARTISAN 
MAP 

(Mr. BELL asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Reserving the 
right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Reserv-
ing the right to object, the gentleman 
is recognized. 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I am 
reserving the right to object. Does the 
Speaker know when the Speaker of the 
House will be addressing Member secu-
rity in an adequate fashion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not asking a proper par-
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, does the 
Speaker know what the plan is to keep 
Members secure due to all the security 
threats and the assassination attempts 
and assassinations we have seen around 
the country? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is 
still not a proper parliamentary in-
quiry and is not a question that can be 
answered by the Chair. 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation is withdrawn. 

The gentleman from Missouri is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, the State 
legislature may have forced through 
their partisan map, but in Missouri, 
the final word belongs to the people. 
Our constitution gives Missourians the 
right to check the politicians through 
the petition process. 

No one asked for this map. Commu-
nities didn’t demand it. Voters didn’t 
vote for it. It was written to serve the 
administration, not Missouri. When 
politicians get it wrong, citizens have 
the chance to make it right. 

That is why the petition process is so 
important. It is a chance for Missou-
rians across the State—urban, rural, 
north, south, Black, White, Hispanic, 
Asian—to come together and say our 
voices matter, our votes matter, and 
we will decide what representation 
looks like. 

This is bigger than party politics. It 
is about who holds the power in our de-
mocracy. I believe the power is in the 
people of Missouri—more specifically, 
in the pen and signatures of the people 
of Missouri as we petition to save our 
democracy. 

f 

WARNING ABOUT SUPPRESSING 
RIGHTS ON CONSTITUTION DAY 

(Mr. LATIMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized on his reserva-
tion. 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I am 
reserving the right to object because 
Members of the House are open to all 
sorts of threats, Mr. Speaker. I am just 
curious, do you know when the Speak-
er of the House will be putting forward 
a plan to keep Members safe? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has already responded that this 
is not a proper parliamentary inquiry, 
and the Chair cannot advise further. 

Mr. MOSKOWITZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation is withdrawn. 

The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized. 

Mr. LATIMER. Mr. Speaker, today, 
we celebrate the 238th birthday of the 
U.S. Constitution, and we reflect on 
the document that enshrines the free-
doms that we hold dear. 

At the heart of those freedoms is the 
First Amendment, the right to free 
speech. It protects popular speech and 
speech that challenges, provokes, and 
offends. That is the point. 

This week, the Attorney General said 
that the Department of Justice would 
‘‘absolutely target you, go after you’’ 
for so-called hate speech, a dangerous 
misreading of the Constitution. 
Though she has since walked it back, 
the message was clear: This adminis-
tration would rather silence dissent 
than defend liberty. 

I hear defense of the Second Amend-
ment, the right to bear arms, but I 
want to make sure that we defend all 
amendments, including the Fifth 
Amendment for due process, and the 
10th Amendment, rights that are re-
served for the States and the people 
from the Federal Government. 

Our rights don’t come with an aster-
isk. We don’t surrender the First 
Amendment or any others to political 
convenience. 

On this Constitution Day, let us re-
member the greatest threat to democ-
racy is not exercising our rights. It is 
the effort to suppress those rights. 

f 

MEDICALLY TAILORED MEALS 
SAVE LIVES AND LOWER 
HEALTHCARE COSTS 

(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, food is 
medicine, and medically tailored meals 
provide people living with chronic ill-
ness essential nutrition to improve 
their health and keep them out of the 
hospital. 

Incredible providers like Community 
Servings in my home State of Massa-
chusetts, God’s Love We Deliver in New 
York City, and dozens of agencies 
across the country have proven these 
meals work. 

Among individuals with complex 
health conditions, MTMs have led to a 
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70 percent drop in emergency room vis-
its and cut hospital admissions in half. 
If all eligible patients received MTMs, 
studies show that we could save over 
$32 billion in the first year alone. 

Today, I am reintroducing bipar-
tisan, bicameral legislation with Rep-
resentatives MALLIOTAKIS, PINGREE, 
FITZPATRICK, and EVANS and Senators 
BOOKER, MARSHALL, SMITH, and CAS-
SIDY to pilot the coverage of MTMs in 
traditional Medicare. Our bill, which 
expands access to these lifesaving 
meals, will lead to billions of dollars in 
savings without adding one dime to the 
deficit. 

I urge my colleagues to join the 
growing bipartisan Food is Medicine 
movement and pass our medically tai-
lored meals bill. Let’s work together to 
end hunger now. 

f 
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HONORING DR. G.V.V. RAO 

(Mr. SUBRAMANYAM asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to honor the life of Dr. 
G.V.V. Rao, a beloved husband, father, 
grandfather, and true community lead-
er. 

Dr. Rao dedicated his life to service, 
both here in Virginia and around the 
world. His career and work on global 
development took him to the World 
Bank, the United Nations, and the 
Asian Development Bank. 

In the community, Dr. Rao founded 
the Balavikas of Fairfax, an organiza-
tion to promote spiritual values and 
education for kids in Northern Vir-
ginia. His PROCEED Project helped 
mentor low-income students in India as 
they pursued higher education. 

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Rao’s legacy lives 
on in all the lives he touched and the 
communities that he strengthened. 
May he rest in peace. 

f 

FILLING FIREFIGHTER POSITIONS 
ON MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 

(Ms. ELFRETH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. ELFRETH. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to give voice to an issue that has 
gone unaddressed for far too long, and 
it is one this body must take up before 
it is too late and lives are lost. We 
must address the alarmingly low staff-
ing levels of firefighters on our mili-
tary installations. 

Recent reports indicate that the 
military service intends to eliminate 
vacant firefighter positions, restrict 
the use of overtime, and interpret re-
quirements in a manner that could lead 
to station closures. 

Let me be clear. While staffing level 
shortages have been an ongoing chal-
lenge, these new actions, coupled with 
the continued hiring freeze, put our 
servicemembers in harm’s way. 

It is why Congresswoman KIGGANS 
and I wrote to the Secretaries of the 
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force to 
ensure robust emergency services that 
maintain safety and mission readiness 
across the Force. 

Across the DOD, more than 8,800 ci-
vilian firefighters respond to structural 
fires, aircraft emergencies, hazardous 
materials incidents, and other life- 
threatening events each year. 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot think of a 
more critical and all-American cause 
or more of a win-win than having the 
backs of our fire firefighters and our 
servicemembers. 

f 

DELIVERING FOR THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE 

(Mr. WALKINSHAW asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. WALKINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, 
across America, hardworking people 
are struggling to pay their bills. This 
includes housing, groceries, healthcare, 
and more. Hundreds of thousands of 
jobs have been cut due to the DOGE 
policies. Our economy is sputtering, 
and the tariffs are jacking up prices. 

The so-called big, beautiful bill will 
decimate Medicaid, taking healthcare 
from seniors, children, and working 
families, while driving up premiums. 

The President has told the majority 
not to negotiate with our side to keep 
the government open. The budget that 
has been introduced will drive up ev-
eryday costs, including healthcare pre-
miums. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to come 
together and deliver what the Amer-
ican people need, which is access to af-
fordable healthcare and a government 
that is funded and functional. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Honorable HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, Democratic Leader: 

SEPTEMBER 17, 2025. 
Hon. MIKE JOHNSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SPEAKER JOHNSON: Pursuant to Sec-
tion 2(b)(4) of P.L. 118–144, the Commission 
to Study the Potential Transfer of the 
Weitzman National Museum of American 
Jewish History to the Smithsonian Institu-
tion Act, I am pleased to appoint the fol-
lowing individual to the Commission to 
Study the Potential Transfer of the 
Weitzman National Museum of American 
Jewish History to the Smithsonian Institu-
tion. 

Mr. Philip Darivoff of Short Hills, New Jer-
sey 

Thank you for your attention to this mat-
ter. 

Sincerely, 
HAKEEM JEFFRIES, 

Democratic Leader. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUDICIAL 
NOMINATIONS REFORM ACT 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 707, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 5125) to amend the District of 
Columbia Home Rule Act to terminate 
the District of Columbia Judicial Nom-
ination Commission, and for other pur-
poses, and ask for its immediate con-
sideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 707, the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 119–13 is adopted and 
the bill, as amended, is considered 
read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 5125 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘District of Co-
lumbia Judicial Nominations Reform Act of 
2025’’. 
SEC. 2. TERMINATION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

JUDICIAL NOMINATION COMMIS-
SION. 

(a) TERMINATION.—The District of Columbia 
Home Rule Act is amended by striking section 
434 (sec. 1–204.34, D.C. Official Code). 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS RELATING TO 
APPOINTMENT OF JUDGES.— 

(1) DESIGNATION OF CHIEF JUDGES BY PRESI-
DENT.—Section 431(b) of such Act (sec. 1– 
204.31(b), D.C. Official Code) is amended by 
striking ‘‘the District of Columbia Judicial 
Nominating Commission established by section 
434’’ and inserting ‘‘the President’’. 

(2) APPOINTMENT BY PRESIDENT.—Section 
433(a) of such Act (sec. 1–204.33(a), D.C. Official 
Code) is amended by striking ‘‘Except as pro-
vided in section 434(d)(1), the President shall 
nominate, from the list of persons recommended 
to him by the District of Columbia Judicial Nom-
ination Commission established under section 
434,’’ and inserting ‘‘The President shall nomi-
nate,’’. 

(3) QUALIFICATIONS OF JUDGES.—Section 433(b) 
of such Act (sec. 1–204.33(b), D.C. Official Code) 
is amended— 

(A) by adding ‘‘and’’ at the end of paragraph 
(3); 

(B) by striking paragraph (4) and redesig-
nating paragraph (5) as paragraph (4); and 

(C) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘or of the District of Columbia Judicial 
Nomination Commission’’. 

(c) OTHER CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
11–1528(a)(2), District of Columbia Official Code, 
is amended by striking subparagraph (C). 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of con-
tents of the District of Columbia Home Rule Act 
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 434. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made 
by this section shall apply with respect to ap-
pointments made on or after the date of the en-
actment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, or their respec-
tive designees. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
COMER) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARCIA) each will control 30 
minutes. 
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The chair now recognizes the gen-

tleman from Kentucky. 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the measure 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 5125, the 

District of Columbia Judicial Nomina-
tion Reform Act. 

This legislation aligns with the ap-
pointment of D.C. judges with the con-
stitutional process for appointing 
members of the Federal judiciary. This 
bill preserves the President’s authority 
to nominate, with the advice and con-
sent of the U.S. Senate, anyone deemed 
appropriate to sit on the D.C. court. 

The current system, where the Presi-
dent is restricted to nominating only 
those candidates put forward by the 
D.C. Judicial Nomination Commission, 
inappropriately limits the President’s 
authority. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Representa-
tive from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS) for his 
leadership on this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this effort, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose this 
bill, which would eliminate the D.C. 
Judicial Nomination Commission and 
give a President, any President, the 
sole power to make nominations for 
D.C. local courts, which deal with mu-
nicipal issues. 

Right now, under the Home Rule Act, 
the D.C. Judicial Nomination Commis-
sion submits a list of three candidates 
for each judicial vacancy. Of course, 
then it is considered by the President. 
This bill would wipe away the commis-
sion, and it would allow the President 
to directly appoint and have full con-
trol over the selection of these judges. 

This is an absurd level of Federal 
control over local judges. Every State 
and territory in the United States se-
lects its own judges. Only in D.C. do 
Republicans think that President 
Trump should decide who the local 
judges are. 

Let’s also be honest about what the 
bill is really about. This has nothing to 
do with public safety. It is a power 
grab to take away power and authority 
from over 700,000 residents of this dis-
trict. 

Let’s be clear. D.C. does face a judi-
cial vacancy crisis. There are currently 
15 open seats across the Superior Court 
of D.C. and D.C. Court of Appeals. 
There are 13 on the superior court side 
and two on the court of appeals. Why 
do those vacancies actually exist? The 
commission has submitted names for 
every single one of those open seats. 

The bottleneck is not the commis-
sion. It is the slow pace of nominations 
by the President and confirmations by 
this Senate. The Senate can solve this 
tomorrow, and we know who controls 
the Senate. It is the Republicans. 

Let’s be honest about what this bill 
is really about. It is not about the Con-
stitution. It is about partisanship. The 
House majority wants to give Donald 
Trump the ability to select judges for 
local municipal matters for Wash-
ington, D.C., and bypass the current 
commission process that exists. 

This is another attempt for Repub-
licans to try to gut D.C.’s nonpartisan 
judiciary and replace it with partisan 
rightwing judges. 

The legislation does nothing to im-
prove the judicial system. It strips 
away one of the few tools D.C. resi-
dents have to shape their courts, and it 
erodes judicial independence. The bill 
isn’t necessary. It is undemocratic. It 
really goes to the independence of our 
courts. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of our col-
leagues to oppose it, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SESSIONS), the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the young chairman of the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform 
from Kentucky (Mr. COMER) for yield-
ing time. 

Mr. Speaker, what we have heard 
today is a continuation of this lame ex-
cuse of politics and on Donald Trump. 
The gentleman from California did al-
lude to it but really did not get into 
much more of the data. 

b 1220 

The bottom line is from 9/30/20, 2/25/ 
23, 6/30/23, 7/28/23, 3/22/24, 4/12/24, 10/1/24, 
each of these people were nominated by 
the distinguished gentleman, the 
former President of the United States, 
Mr. Biden. 

This is not political. This is getting 
the work done that Washington, D.C. 
needs, and this commission process 
that we go through does not work. 

I know we wanted to hear that this is 
all related to Donald Trump and Re-
publicans wanting to control the proc-
ess that goes on so that we can control 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not working is the 
reason why I am on the floor today. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill, H.R. 5125 is 
about a process that can work. The 
gentleman from California is correct. A 
lot of it is political, but what it is to do 
is to say that if the people of this coun-
try have chosen the President of the 
United States, then that is the direc-
tion we will go. We will give that Presi-
dent, whether it be Republican or Dem-
ocrat, whether it be a man or a woman, 
we will give that President the oppor-
tunity for the control of this nomina-
tion and the system here in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

We have got a lot at risk. Mr. Speak-
er, we have got a lot at risk which is 

the same reason why President Trump 
finally had the guts—yes, I will call 
them guts—to call in the National 
Guard to take on the crime presence 
that exists in Washington, D.C. 

Members of Congress have had their 
cars stolen. We have had Members of 
Congress who were assaulted. We have 
had staff members of this body who 
were killed. People who come to this 
town from across the United States 
want, need, and expect that Wash-
ington, D.C. does not become or con-
tinue to be a work-free drug zone. 

Washington, D.C. should be safe for 
visitors not just of the United States, 
but for international visitors who visit 
also. The basis of that which Chairman 
COMER is bringing to the floor today is 
to look at, from top to bottom, not just 
the judicial system, but really the en-
tire process of the court system. 

I have some background in this. My 
father served as a chief judge of the 
Western District of Texas in San Anto-
nio. He served as FBI Director for 
President Reagan, President Bush, and 
President Clinton. He understood first-
hand that control of crime has a lot to 
do with how you deal with criminals, 
Mr. Speaker. 

This opportunity that we bring today 
to the floor is to go back to a process 
that works and is a process that is 
driven by the President of the United 
States who also has authority and re-
sponsibility over this beautiful city. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I just want to remind my 
good friend that in Texas local judges 
are elected by Texas citizens, not cho-
sen directly by the President. In this 
case, in this bill, they want to bypass 
any sort of local control of the selec-
tion of judges and have these ap-
pointees be chosen directly by Donald 
Trump. That is wrong, and Members 
should oppose this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 7 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose this 
bill, which eliminates the District of 
Columbia’s already small role in the 
selection of its local judges. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
letters opposing this bill from D.C. 
Mayor Muriel Bowser, the entire D.C. 
Council, D.C. Attorney Brian Schwalb, 
and the D.C. Bar. 

SEPTEMBER 10, 2025. 
Hon. JAMES COMER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform, Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT GARCIA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Over-

sight and Government Reform, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-
BER GARCIA: As Mayor and Chief Executive 
Officer of the District of Columbia, I am 
proud of the work we have accomplished to 
invest in our people, strengthen our neigh-
borhoods, and drive down crime. Building on 
this progress, my Administration established 
the Safe and Beautiful Emergency Oper-
ations Center to coordinate public safety and 
beautification efforts as the presidential 
emergency declaration ends. This structure 
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ensures that DC will remain proactive— 
bringing together local and federal partners 
to sustain momentum on reducing crime and 
improving quality of life for every resident. 

We have worked collaboratively with this 
Committee on shared priorities, including 
public safety, the federal Return to Work, 
implementing a DC budget Fiscal Year 2025 
fix (which is still pending in the House) and 
revitalizing the RFK campus; but I write 
now to ask you to reject 13 of the DC bills 
before you today that encroach on DC’s 
Home Rule: 

Bills like H.R. 5183, the District of Colum-
bia Home Rule Improvement Act, make the 
District less efficient, competitive, and re-
sponsive to the needs of a highly complex 
unique local government that serves local, 
county and state functions. Bogging down 
legislative and executive action only adds 
costs and uncertainty, making it more dif-
ficult to handle the economic headwinds and 
growth opportunities ahead. 

Bills like H.R. 5214, the District of Colum-
bia Cash Bail Reform Act, make DC less safe. 
Replacing our very effective pre-trial deten-
tion regime, which focuses on charged vio-
lent offenses and repeat violent offenders, 
not just on cash bail. I credit recent changes 
to our laws related to pre-trial detention for 
helping to drive down violent crime in the 
last two years. 

And the bills to abolish the Judicial Nomi-
nations Commission and to convert the 
elected DC Attorney General to a Presi-
dentially appointed legal officer for the Dis-
trict are both less democratic and untenable 
for District operations. The Judicial Nomi-
nation Commission, with seven members ap-
pointed by the Mayor, DC Council, Presi-
dent, US District Court for DC, and the DC 
Bar, works. As recently as last month, Presi-
dent Trump nominated three federal judicial 
nominees who were selected from the Com-
mission’s candidate pool—a process that 
demonstrates the value of maintaining local 
input. DC residents also voted to elect an At-
torney General who represents the public in-
terest. Changes to these charter agencies 
would significantly undercut the already 
thin ties to autonomy that limited home 
rule provides. 

Finally, I urge you not to up end our three- 
part eduction funding SOAR Act. I have long 
supported the program to expand oppor-
tunity for DC students. However, my support 
has always been contingent on parity among 
all three education sectors—public, private, 
and charter—and this approach is working. 
We will not support changes that tip the 
scales away from this core principle of fair-
ness for DC families. As the fastest improv-
ing urban school system, DC has become a 
model for urban education. We outpace the 
national average on all tested subject areas. 
We boast free, full-day Pre-K access serving 
more than 13,200 young learners—an invest-
ment which supports our children and our 
workforce. DC ranked top of the nation in 
parental satisfaction regarding school 
choice. Mayoral control, council oversight, 
and deep, targeted investments in our stu-
dents, teachers, and buildings made these re-
markable achievements possible. 

I look forward to continuing a productive 
partnership with the Committee—one that 
respects the will of DC residents and honors 
the principles of home rule. Together, we can 
build on our successes while protecting the 
autonomy that, as history reflects, has made 
our city stronger. 

Sincerely, 
MURIEL BOWSER, 

Mayor. 

COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, DC, September 8, 2025. 

Hon. JAMES COMER, 
Chair, House Committee on Oversight and Gov-

ernment Reform, Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT GARCIA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Over-

sight and Government Reform, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-
BER GARCIA: The Council of the District of 
Columbia is aware that the House Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
is planning to mark up more than a dozen 
proposed measures that would severely and 
negatively impact the operations, public 
safety, and autonomy of the District of Co-
lumbia. We ask that you oppose these meas-
ures in full, save one, H.R. 2693, District of 
Columbia Electronic Transmittal of Legisla-
tion Act. While we have not seen the final 
text of this legislation, the public summary 
of H.R. 2693 is consistent with the long held 
request by the District of Columbia to allow 
the ability to electronically transfer legisla-
tive acts to Congress, rather than only al-
lowing physical copies be transferred. The 
challenge and barriers created by this cur-
rent requirement were clearly exposed dur-
ing both the recent COVID pandemic restric-
tions as well as the Capitol campus restric-
tions following the January 6, 2021 attacks 
on the Capitol. 

The other 13 measures that have been 
shared with us would do direct and serious 
harm to the District of Columbia and we 
urge you to reject these measures com-
pletely. These bills represent an unprece-
dented attack on the autonomy and home 
rule of our local government and the more 
than 700,000 Americans that call it home. 
The breadth of these bills is remarkable, and 
if passed, would result in an erosion of ac-
countability and public safety for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. They range from elimi-
nating and replacing our elected and ac-
countable Attorney General for the District 
of Columbia with a President’s hand-picked 
and unaccountable associate requiring no 
confirmation by the U.S. Senate and no local 
ties, to a full repeal of multiple local DC 
laws that have been in place for many years, 
if not decades, that are tested, proven, and 
effective components of our public safety in-
frastructure and ecosystem. The effect of 
these Congressional repeals would put our 
legal and Court system into chaos and di-
rectly undermine successful tools that focus 
on serious accountability and effective reha-
bilitation when a crime occurs. As always, 
when revisions or amendments to DC laws 
are necessary, those changes should only 
take place within our local legislature which 
has the best capacity to provide effective 
oversight and accountable actions for the 
residents of the District of Columbia. 

We respectfully request that all members 
of the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and all members of Congress, 
reject these harmful measures whether in 
committee mark up or before the full House 
of Representatives. Given the breadth of the 
multiple measures before you, we also re-
quest an opportunity to provide a more in- 
depth discussion of each bill before the Com-
mittee’s mark-up, especially in light that 
the Committee will not hold public hearings 
on these measures. 

Sincerely, 
Chairman Phil Mendelson; Councilmember 

Anita Bonds, At-Large; Councilmember Rob-
ert White, Jr.; Councilmember Brooke Pinto, 
Ward 2; Councilmember Janeese Lewis 
George, Ward 4; Councilmember Charles 
Allen, Ward 6; Councilmember Kenyan 
McDuffie, At-Large; Councilmember Chris-
tina Henderson, At-Large; Councilmember 
Brianne Nadeau, Ward 1; Councilmember 

Matthew Frumin, Ward 3; Councilmember 
Zachary Parker, Ward 5; Councilmember 
Wendell Felder, Ward 7; Councilmember 
Trayon White, Sr, Ward 8. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, OFFICE OF THE ATTOR-
NEY GENERAL, 

September 9, 2025. 
Hon. JAMES COMER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform, Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT GARCIA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Over-

sight and Government Reform, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-
BER GARCIA: The House Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform is scheduled 
to markup fourteen bills tomorrow related 
to the operations of the District of Colum-
bia. With the exception of H.R. 2693, the Dis-
trict of Columbia Electronic Transmittal 
Act, I write in strong opposition to these 
bills. They address inherently local issues 
and laws that were passed after careful con-
sideration by the District’s elected rep-
resentatives, who are directly accountable to 
District residents. Members of this very 
Committee have long advocated for the prin-
ciples of federalism on which this nation was 
founded. They have consistently condemned 
federal overreach and fought forcefully and 
convincingly for the uniquely American val-
ues of local control, freedom, and self-gov-
ernance. These principles should apply to the 
more than 700,000 people who call Wash-
ington, DC home, just as they do for your 
constituents across the country. 

I specifically want to call attention to the 
significant incursion on local self-govern-
ance reflected in two bills, the District of Co-
lumbia Attorney General Appointment Re-
form Act and the District of Columbia Judi-
cial Nominations Reform Act. Both laws 
would displace the ability of District resi-
dents to have a voice in the selection of local 
leaders who wield significant power over 
local judicial matters: the judges on our 
local courts and the Attorney General for 
the District. The judges on the DC Court of 
Appeals and DC Superior Court rule on in-
herently local matters such as criminal pros-
ecutions, landlord-tenant cases, probate pro-
ceedings, civil cases, and divorce pro-
ceedings, all of which have profoundly im-
portant impact on our community. For more 
than 50 years, the Judicial Nomination Com-
mission (JNC) has successfully allowed DC 
residents to have a voice in judicial appoint-
ments, while also granting the President and 
Senate a role in confirming our judges. I 
urge the Committee not to overturn that 
well-established process. 

The DC Attorney General, as the District’s 
chief law officer, is also responsible for local 
legal issues, namely, protecting the District 
and its residents in a wide range of matters, 
such as enforcing child support laws, han-
dling abuse and neglect proceedings in the 
child welfare system, enforcing our housing 
code, and defending District agencies and of-
ficers when they are sued. In no other place 
in the United States are such local issues de-
termined by a federally appointed person 
with no local accountability. The proposed 
legislation would be especially undemocratic 
in light of the fact that, in 2010, an over-
whelming majority of District voters (76 per-
cent) exercised their right to amend the Dis-
trict Charter to make the DC Attorney Gen-
eral an independent, elected office, rather 
than a position appointed by and subordinate 
to the Mayor. With that vote, District resi-
dents clearly expressed their desire that the 
Attorney General should be independent and 
accountable to them. The pending bill would 
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displace that choice in favor of installing an 
Attorney General accountable not to Dis-
trict residents, but to the President. Given 
that the U.S. Attorney for the District is al-
ready appointed by the President, if passed, 
this bill would concentrate all criminal and 
civil litigation authority in the President, 
divesting the District and its residents of 
any local control over these essential func-
tions. 

No one knows or cares more about keeping 
DC safe than DC residents who work, live 
and raise their families here. Our democrat-
ically elected officials work closely with 
local law enforcement, policy experts, and 
community leadership to pass laws that are 
in the best interests of all Washingtonians. 
Substituting the will of DC voters with the 
whim of federal politicians is undemocratic 
and un-American. 

I urge you to reject these measures and up-
hold the values Congress sought to advance 
more than 50 years ago when it passed the 
District of Columbia Home Rule Act: that 
District residents should enjoy the ‘‘powers 
of local self-government’’ that all other 
Americans enjoy. See DC Code § 1–201.02. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BRIAN L. SCHWALB, 

Attorney General for the District of Columbia. 

DC BAR, 
Washington, DC, 

September 12, 2025. 
Re: District of Columbia Judicial Nomina-

tion Commission. 

JAMES COMER, Chair, 
ROBERT GARCIA, Ranking Member, 
Committee on Oversight and Government Re-

form, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-

BER GARCIA: I am writing to you on behalf of 
the District of Columbia Bar (the D.C. Bar) 
and its Board of Governors in support of the 
vital work of the District of Columbia Judi-
cial Nomination Commission (JNC or Com-
mission) and its essential role in maintain-
ing the integrity and excellence of the Dis-
trict of Columbia’s courts. In particular, the 
D.C. Bar supports the views presented by 
members of the Commission in their Sep-
tember 9, 2025, letter, a copy of which is at-
tached here. The continued work of the JNC 
is important and valuable to D.C. Bar mem-
bers, District residents, and the administra-
tion of justice in the District of Columbia. 

Congress created the Commission in 1973 to 
ensure that the District’s local judges are se-
lected based on professional qualifications, 
experience, judicial temperament, and com-
mitment to justice. Comprised of Commis-
sioners appointed by the President of the 
United States, the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia, the 
Mayor and Council of the District of Colum-
bia, and the D.C. Bar, the JNC is a hallmark 
of bipartisan commitment to merit-based ju-
dicial selection, and has produced one of the 
nation’s most well-respected local court sys-
tems. 

The JNC’s mission is straightforward: to 
recommend to the President highly qualified 
individuals to fill judicial vacancies on the 
District’s local courts, and to select the chief 
judges of the D.C. Court of Appeals and the 
Superior Court of the District of Columbia. 
For more than five decades, through rigorous 
evaluation of legal experience, integrity, in-
tellectual capacity, and community stand-
ing, the Commission has consistently pro-
vided the President with a carefully vetted 
pool of highly qualified nominees. 

Despite having numerous vacancies in re-
cent years, our local courts constantly han-
dle demanding caseloads comprising complex 
matters. The commitment and dedication of 
our local judges are a testament to the work 
and value of the Commission. 

The D.C. Judicial Nomination Commission 
represents the best of American democratic 
institutions: independent, merit-based, and 
committed to the public good. Its continued 
effectiveness depends on timely confirmation 
of nominees and sustained support for its 
mission and recognition of its vital contribu-
tion to the administration of justice in the 
District of Columbia. We respectfully urge 
your continued support for this exemplary 
institution and its critical work in the serv-
ice of justice in the nation’s capital. 

Sincerely, 
SADINA MONTANI, 

President, D.C. Bar. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I also in-
sert into the RECORD a letter on this 
bill from the D.C. Judicial Nomination 
Commission. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
JUDICIAL NOMINATION COMMISSION, 

Washington, DC, September 9, 2025. 
Re H.R. 5125, District of Columbia Judicial 

Nominations Reform Act. 

JAMES COMER, Chair, 
ROBERT GARCIA, Ranking Member, 
Committee on Oversight and Government Re-

form, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-

BER GARCIA: Members of the District of Co-
lumbia Judicial Nomination Commission re-
spectfully submit this letter to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
in response to H.R. 5125, District of Columbia 
Judicial Nominations Reform Act. 

The District of Columbia Judicial Nomina-
tion Commission (JNC or Commission) was 
established by Congress on December 24, 1973 
(Public Law 93–198, 87 Stat. 796). The JNC is 
composed of seven members—two appointed 
by the Mayor of the District of Columbia, 
two by the Board of Governors of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Bar Association (Unified), 
one by the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, one by the President of the United 
States, and one judicial member appointed 
by the Chief Judge of the United States Dis-
trict Court for the District of Columbia. 
Each member is appointed for a six-year 
term, except for the member appointed by 
the President, who serves a five-year term 

The JNC solicits, screens, and recommends 
a panel of three candidates to the President 
of the United States for each judicial va-
cancy on the District of Columbia Court of 
Appeals and the Superior Court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. From the panel of names 
recommended by the JNC, the President 
nominates a person for each vacancy and 
submits the nominee’s name to the United 
States Senate for confirmation. The JNC 
also designates the Chief Judges for the Dis-
trict of Columbia courts. 

The JNC, using a merit-based selection 
process, works to provide the citizens of the 
District of Columbia with the best possible 
court system by (a) soliciting a diverse and 
talented pool of applicants for each judicial 
vacancy; (b) screening applicants to ensure 
they have the requisite experience, skill, 
temperament, and qualifications for judicial 
office; and (c) recommending the three most 
qualified applicants to the President of the 
United States for his or her consideration in 
selecting a nominee to fill each judicial va-
cancy on the District of Columbia Court of 
Appeals and the Superior Court of the Dis-
trict of Columbia. 

Since its first list of applicants was sent to 
President R. Gerald Ford, Jr. on May 8, 1975, 
the JNC has recommended more than 93 can-
didates for 31 vacancies on the District of Co-
lumbia Court of Appeals (Court of Appeals) 
and more than 513 candidates for 171 vacan-
cies on the Superior Court of the District of 
Columbia (Superior Court). Working with 

both Republican and Democratic Presidents 
for more than 50 years, the Senate has con-
firmed 29 Presidential nominations to the 
Court of Appeals and 159 to the Superior 
Court. To date, the Senate has confirmed 
more Republican Presidential nominees to 
both courts—17 of 29 on the Court of Appeals 
and 83 of 159 on the Superior Court. All the 
Presidential nominees were selected from 
lists the JNC sent to the President pursuant 
to D.C. Code §§ 1–204.31, 1–204.33. Arguably, 
the judicial nomination process in the Dis-
trict of Columbia is one of the best non-
partisan processes in the country, a process 
that President Trump engaged in during his 
first term (with 10 confirmations to the local 
courts) and on September 2, 2025, when he 
nominated candidates for three vacancies on 
the Superior Court. 

In conclusion, the Commission members 
are united in expressing our pride in the 
JNC’s lengthy history of proficient service. 
The Commission process has been effective 
for over 50 years, working with both Repub-
lican and Democratic administrations. Our 
process is carefully designed to ensure that 
the over 700,000 residents of our city have a 
voice in judicial appointments, while also re-
specting the President’s authority in nomi-
nating individuals for the critical role of ju-
dicial service in the District of Columbia. We 
stand in support of the JNC’s current role 
and configuration, and we look forward to 
continuing to serve our city in discharging 
our critically important responsibilities. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
For the Commission: 
Hon. Marie C. Johns, PPC-Leftwich, Wash-

ington, DC. 
Benjamin F. Wilson, Esq., Washington, DC. 
Addy R. Schmitt, Esq., Kropf Moseley 

Schmitt, Washington, DC. 
Vincent H. Cohen, Jr., Esq., Dechert LLP, 

Washington, DC. 
Yaida O. Ford, Esq., Ford Law Pros PC, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. Linda W. Cropp, Washington, DC. 
Hon. Tanya S. Chutkan, United States Dis-

trict Court for the District of Columbia, 
United States Courthouse, Washington, DC. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, under the 
D.C. Home Rule Act, the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Sen-
ate—a chamber in which D.C. has no 
representation—appoints judges to the 
local D.C. courts. The President must 
make a nomination from a list of can-
didates recommended by the Judicial 
Nomination Commission. The estab-
lishment of the Judicial Nomination 
Commission provided D.C. with three, 
albeit limited, roles in the nomination 
of its local judges. First, members of 
the commission must be D.C. residents. 
Second, D.C. appoints three of the 
seven members of the commission. 
Third, the commission holds a public 
comment period on applicants for a va-
cancy on the local D.C. courts, allow-
ing D.C. residents to express their 
views on applicants. 

Republicans claim the Judicial Nom-
ination Commission is unconstitu-
tional because it limits the President’s 
authority to make nominations. They 
are wrong. The commission has been in 
existence for 50 years. Congress, not 
the President, has plenary authority 
over D.C. 

Congress also has plenary authority 
over the territories, and Congress has 
given them authority to select their 
local judges without any role whatso-
ever for the President or Congress. 
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I refer my Republican colleagues to 

the Supreme Court’s decision in 2020 
regarding the appointments to the 
Puerto Rico financial control board, 
which Congress established pursuant to 
its plenary authority over Puerto Rico. 
The court held the appointments 
clause of the Constitution does not ‘‘re-
strict the appointment of local officers 
that Congress vests with primarily 
local duties’’ pursuant to the terri-
torial or District clauses of the Con-
stitution. Local D.C. judges are local 
officers that Congress vests with pri-
marily local duties pursuant to the 
District clause. 

The longstanding judicial vacancy 
crisis on the local D.C. courts is not 
due to any failure of the Judicial Nom-
ination Commission. The commission 
always meets its 60-day statutory dead-
line to submit a list of names for a va-
cancy to the President. The crisis ex-
ists because the President and, to a 
larger extent, the Senate, regardless of 
the party in power, do not prioritize 
local D.C. judges. For example, there 
has been a vacancy on D.C.’s highest 
local court since 2013. 

Congress should give authority to the 
over 700,000 D.C. residents to select 
their local judges in any manner they 
choose. D.C. residents, the majority of 
whom are Black and Brown, are capa-
ble and worthy of governing them-
selves. 

Since Republicans do not trust D.C. 
residents with self-government, they 
should at least address the long-
standing vacancy crisis in the local 
D.C. courts, which is harming public 
safety and access to justice. A simple 
solution is to make an appointment to 
the local D.C. courts effective 30 days 
after the President makes a nomina-
tion, unless Congress enacts a dis-
approval resolution during that period. 
That is essentially the same process 
used for congressional review of legis-
lation enacted by D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the D.C. Judicial Nomina-
tions Reform Act and to grant D.C. 
statehood instead. Free D.C. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS). 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman coming forth, 
as she does represent the District of 
Columbia, but I think in the argument 
it is important to note that these are 
not just local judges that we are talk-
ing about. They don’t handle any mat-
ter that is related to a ticket or park-
ing ticket, local matters. In fact, they 
deal with serious matters, and that is 
why it comes to the attention of the 
United States Senate and the President 
of the United States. 

This bill does not remove any sitting 
judges on either the D.C. Superior 
Court or the D.C. Court of Appeals, but, 
in fact, we believe it is important. As 
the gentlewoman noted, since 2013 we 
still have people who have been hang-
ing out and not approved. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not going to 
go through this, because I really did 

not do the due diligence to know why 
there are people here who have not 
been approved. They are still pending. 

What I would tell you, Mr. Speaker, 
is that we have lots of time since 2013 
where Republicans and Democrats who 
were in charge in the United States 
Senate could have moved these nomi-
nations forward, and they chose not to. 

b 1230 
I am simply standing and saying that 

I believe that today this bill needs to 
be passed because Washington, D.C., 
and the sitting courts do need addi-
tional judges. They need competent 
people who would be prepared to move 
forward. 

If there is one President who would 
nominate and get this done, it would be 
Donald Trump. Donald Trump deeply 
believes in the success of Washington, 
D.C. He believes Washington, D.C., 
should be a place that is safe and has 
good judges. This will be an oppor-
tunity for us not only to understand a 
different way to handle this but a way 
that we can look back and say we have 
made Washington, D.C., just a little bit 
better because the Republican Party 
cares deeply about Washington, its suc-
cess, and, mostly, the safety of the peo-
ple who live here. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the young 
chairman for allowing me to bring this 
bill together. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I just will clarify for 
the gentleman from Texas that these 
are not Federal circuit judges. They 
have the same jurisdiction as State and 
local judges. That is what actually the 
bill presented says. These are local 
judges. They are not circuit judges. 
They are not Federal judges. 

Let’s be clear what this is about. 
This is about allowing Donald Trump 
to select local judges for D.C. and by-
pass a commission system that is cur-
rently in place where the President 
still has an ability to select from a 
panel of different judges. There is no 
State in the United States, in our 
country, that allows the President to 
directly select local judges. This is an 
outrageous attempt to take away 
power from 700,000 residents and to 
hurt our independent judiciary system 
here in the District. 

This bill is not about safety. It is not 
about the Constitution. It has nothing 
to do with Federal Circuit court 
judges. It is a power grab for Donald 
Trump to self-select judges. 

Finally, as I close, I remind all our 
friends that all of these D.C. bills in 
front of us are about Donald Trump 
trying to play Mayor of Washington, 
D.C. If he wants to be mayor, he should 
resign from President and run for 
mayor himself. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

Another day on the House floor 
where the Republicans try to address 

the D.C. crime crisis with serious, sub-
stantive solutions and another day 
where the Democrats try to act like 
there is no crime problem in Wash-
ington, D.C., and reverberate the symp-
toms of their Trump derangement syn-
drome. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the Sessions legislation which 
corrects an inappropriate limitation on 
Presidential authority to appoint 
judges in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 707, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill, as 
amended. 

The question is on engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA POLICING 
PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, pursuant 
to House Resolution 707, I call up the 
bill (H.R. 5143) to establish standards 
for law enforcement officers in the Dis-
trict of Columbia to engage in vehic-
ular pursuits of suspects, and for other 
purposes, and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MOOLENAAR). Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 707, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the 
text of Rules Committee Print 119–11 is 
adopted and the bill, as amended, is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 5143 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘District of Co-
lumbia Policing Protection Act of 2025’’. 
SEC. 2. VEHICULAR PURSUITS BY LAW ENFORCE-

MENT OFFICERS IN DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—The Comprehensive Polic-
ing and Justice Reform Amendment Act of 2022 
(D.C. Law 24–345) is amended— 

(1) in subtitle S of title I— 
(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘LIMITA-

TIONS ON THE’’; 
(B) in section 127(a) (sec. 5–365.01(a), D.C. Of-

ficial Code)— 
(i) by striking paragraphs (1) through (5); 
(ii) in paragraph (6), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting the following: ‘‘, except 
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that such term does not include a sworn federal 
law enforcement officer of a covered federal law 
enforcement agency as defined in section 
11712(d) of the National Capital Revitalization 
and Self-Government Improvement Act of 1997 
(sec. 5–133.17(d), D.C. Official Code).’’; 

(iii) by redesignating paragraphs (6) and (7) 
as paragraphs (1) and (2), respectively; 

(iv) by striking paragraphs (8) through (11); 
and 

(v) by redesignating paragraph (12) as para-
graph (3); and 

(C) in section 128 (sec. 5–365.02, D.C. Official 
Code), by striking subsections (a), (b), and (c) 
and inserting the following:‘‘If a law enforce-
ment officer encounters a suspect fleeing in a 
motor vehicle, the officer may engage in a vehic-
ular pursuit of the suspect unless the officer, or 
a higher-ranking official with supervisory au-
thority over the officer, reasonably believes 
that— 

‘‘(1) vehicular pursuit would— 
‘‘(A) entail an unacceptable risk of harm to a 

person other than the suspect; or 
‘‘(B) be futile; or 
‘‘(2) the suspect can be apprehended more ef-

fectively or expeditiously by a means other than 
vehicular pursuit.’’; and 

(2) in the table of contents, by striking the 
item relating to subtitle S of title I and inserting 
the following: 
‘‘SUBTITLE S. USE OF VEHICULAR 

PURSUITS BY LAW ENFORCE-
MENT OFFICERS ........................ 33’’. 

(b) DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE REPORT ON 
PURSUITALERT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Attor-
ney General shall— 

(1) evaluate the costs and benefits of the 
Metropolitan Police Department of the Dis-
trict of Columbia adopting PursuitAlert or 
another similar technology capable of alert-
ing members of the public to the presence of 
a police pursuit in their immediate vicinity; 
and 

(2) publish a report on the evaluation con-
ducted under paragraph (1) and submit the 
report to— 

(A) the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives; and 

(D) the Committee on the Judiciary of the 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 1 
hour equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform or their respective 
designees. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
COMER) and the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARCÍA) each will control 30 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the measure 
under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to support 

H.R. 5143, the District of Columbia Po-

licing Protection Act of 2025. This bill 
repeals subtitle S of the Comprehen-
sive Policing and Justice Reform 
Amendment Act of 2022 and replaces it 
with policies empowering police to pur-
sue a suspect fleeing in a vehicle. 

The 2022 act imposes burdensome re-
strictions on police pursuit of criminal 
suspects. This has resulted in less jus-
tice for victims of crime in Wash-
ington, D.C., and more opportunities 
for criminals, who would otherwise be 
apprehended, to continue harming D.C. 
and surrounding communities. 

This bill replaces subtitle S with 
policies that allow for vehicular pur-
suit of a suspect fleeing in a motor ve-
hicle if the officer or supervisor deems 
it necessary, the most effective means 
of apprehension, and without unreason-
able risk to bystanders. 

I thank Representative CLAY HIGGINS 
for his leadership on this critical local 
policing reform legislation, and I urge 
my colleagues to support his bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose this 
bill, which would overrule rules imple-
mented by D.C.’s elected leaders on 
when Metropolitan Police officers 
should pursue a fleeing car. 

Our debate here is a perfect example 
of why D.C. needs self-rule. We should 
be clear. High-speed chases are deadly. 
They often end in needless deaths, inju-
ries, and devastating property damage. 

Over 3,000 people died in police car 
chases in the U.S. between 2017 and 
2022. Half of those deaths were innocent 
bystanders not involved in the chase. I 
will repeat. Half of the people who have 
died in police car chases were innocent 
bystanders. That should alarm every 
single one of us. 

Across the country, Republican-led 
States have recognized the dangers of 
high-speed cases. States like Texas, 
Florida, and Tennessee have all imple-
mented tighter standards to limit pur-
suits of violent criminals or imminent 
threats. They know the risks are too 
high for people who are innocent or 
could get caught up in one of these car 
crashes. That is the best practice, and 
D.C. is following the same path. 

But my Republican colleagues want 
to interfere. They want to lower the 
standards to allow for more chases and 
more innocent people getting hurt. 

I will remind us that this District is 
dense. Sidewalks oftentimes are small. 
Streets are tight. There are a lot of 
folks who live here. We should not have 
a one-size-fits-all policy for D.C. We 
should allow the people of D.C. to de-
cide when a car chase is appropriate. 

Congress should not require D.C. po-
lice to use tactics that the community 
does not want. D.C. residents should be 
empowered to decide when to authorize 
their police to use dangerous tactics. 

Under current D.C. law, pursuits are 
allowed if a fleeing suspect has com-
mitted a violent crime, for example, or 

poses an imminent threat to public 
safety and if the pursuit can be done in 
a way that minimizes the risk to inno-
cent people. 
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We should not lower these standards, 
and certainly not with zero community 
input and no consultation with the 
D.C. Council, Mayor, or other folks 
who are actually trying to manage this 
city. 

There are many tools, we know, that 
police officers can use to track sus-
pects and make arrests. We should let 
the Council, the Mayor, and the police 
work together with the D.C. police to 
balance public safety, pedestrian safe-
ty, and proportionality. If D.C. resi-
dents don’t like it, they can vote their 
elected officials out of office. 

Today, Congress is again injecting 
itself as some sort of super city council 
to write laws for Washington, D.C. As a 
former mayor of 8 years, I worked with 
over 700 amazing men and women of a 
police department who were heroic in 
the work that they did. I know that, in 
conversations with our chief, our police 
officers, and our community, these de-
cisions are best left to our commu-
nities to write the laws of when these 
police chases should actually go into 
effect. 

While I appreciate the author and my 
friend, this bill, I believe, is unneces-
sary. It undermines home rule, and it 
will make D.C. less safe. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose it, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the sponsor of the bill, the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. HIG-
GINS). 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the chairman of the 
Oversight and Government Reform 
Committee for recognizing me and al-
lowing me to speak in support of H.R. 
5143, the District of Columbia Policing 
Protection Act. 

As a matter of background, Mr. 
Speaker, in January 2023, the D.C. 
Council enacted the Comprehensive Po-
licing and Justice Reform Amendment 
Act of 2022, the CPJRA Act, D.C. Law 
24–345, among numerous other police- 
related policy matters, most of which 
we advised against in the Oversight 
and Government Reform Committee. 
We met with D.C. officials, including in 
hearings, and we advised against what 
they intended to do. 

Mr. Speaker, included in those po-
lice-related policy matters in the act 
that they, indeed, passed in 2022 was 
subtitle S of the CPJRA, which im-
posed a host of restrictions on police 
pursuit of criminal suspects. 

In doing so, the D.C. Council essen-
tially made it illegal for police to pur-
sue and apprehend criminals if they 
were fleeing in a vehicle by imposing a 
complex matrix of 14 factors that po-
lice officers have to consider for wheth-
er or not they would pursue a fleeing 
vehicle. 
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I speak from my own experience as a 

police officer. I have been, very likely, 
the only one involved in this debate for 
several years who has actually engaged 
in high-speed chases. I tried to add it 
up the other day, but I probably have 
engaged in a couple of hundred serious 
high-speed pursuits in the course of my 
career. I worked night shift for a long 
time, 9 years straight, 12-hour shifts. 
Night shift is when this stuff usually 
happens. 

I am not talking about when some-
one doesn’t stop right away. That is 
not a high-speed pursuit. Having to 
drive 100 miles an hour to catch up 
with somebody that you are pulling 
over is not a high-speed pursuit. 

A high-speed pursuit is when they are 
running. This is something where the 
officer has to make very fast decisions, 
Mr. Speaker. Yes, we consider the to-
tality of circumstances of where we 
are: Is that a suspect vehicle? Does it 
match a definition of something that 
has been put out through dispatch of a 
vehicle that we are looking for? Has it 
potentially been involved in a crime 
that requires police interaction in an 
effort to enforce and address that 
crime that took place? 

There are a number of factors that a 
police officer has to figure, but it has 
to be an option that you can pursue 
that car. 

What D.C. has done, one of the fac-
tors, Mr. Speaker, is if anyone in the 
suspect motor vehicle was afforded an 
opportunity to comply with an order to 
surrender any suspected dangerous 
weapons. 

What the hell? There is no way a po-
lice officer can know that. There are 
too many factors, which basically 
means D.C. has made it illegal for po-
lice to pursue a vehicle. 

That is what we are correcting here. 
We are restoring the discretion of the 
professional law enforcement officer to 
make a decision in a fraction of a sec-
ond or two based upon his policies and 
training and the totality of cir-
cumstances of whether or not he needs 
to pursue that vehicle. 

This is what my bill restores. The 
legislation repeals subtitle S of the 
Comprehensive Policing and Justice 
Reform Amendment Act of 2022 and re-
places it with policies empowering po-
lice to make vehicular pursuit of a sus-
pect fleeing in a motor vehicle if the 
officer or supervisor deems it nec-
essary, that it is the most effective 
means of apprehension, and if it is 
without unreasonable risk to bystand-
ers. 

Let me say, in all of my vehicle pur-
suits, there have been a few crashes, 
but nobody has died. The only crash 
that I have ever been involved in dur-
ing those pursuits was when I purpose-
fully crashed the fleeing vehicle, which 
was the guy who had committed an 
armed robbery at a local hardware 
store, had pistol-whipped the manager 
of that store, made it to his car, and 
fired at officers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield an 
additional 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I appreciate the time yielded 
and the indulgence of the chairman. I 
urge strong support of H.R. 5143. It re-
stores legitimate discretion to the po-
lice officers who actually work the 
streets of D.C. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. HIGGINS) also for 
his service in law enforcement. I know 
that he is trying to help and trying to 
move public safety forward. I know 
that is his intention, but I just want to 
clarify a few things. 

It has been mentioned that this com-
mittee or this bill has somehow been 
heard by a committee. We have not 
held a hearing on these bills. To clar-
ify, our hearing on D.C. is actually to-
morrow. There has been no coordina-
tion with the Mayor or the D.C. Coun-
cil. They oppose this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I will clarify. It has 
been mentioned a few times when we 
have debated this bill that there are 
somehow 14 criteria that officers have 
to consider before engaging in a pur-
suit. 

The law is very clear. The suspect 
must have ‘‘committed or attempted to 
commit a crime of violence, or poses an 
imminent threat of death or serious 
bodily injury,’’ and the pursuit is ‘‘nec-
essary to protect another person’’ from 
‘‘serious bodily injury’’; and not likely 
to cause injury to others; and ‘‘all 
other options have been exhausted or 
do not reasonably lend themselves to 
the circumstances.’’ That is actually 
what the law says. 

I just wanted to note that. I am not 
sure what those 14 criteria are. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 7 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly oppose this 
undemocratic and paternalistic bill, 
which amends D.C. law. The over 
700,000 D.C. residents, the majority of 
whom are Black and Brown, are capa-
ble and worthy of governing them-
selves. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
letters opposing this bill from D.C. 
Mayor Muriel Bowser, the entire D.C. 
Council, and D.C. Attorney General 
Brian Schwalb. 

SEPTEMBER 10, 2025. 
Hon. JAMES CORNER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform, Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT GARCIA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Over-

sight and Government Reform, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-
BER GARCIA: As Mayor and Chief Executive 
Officer of the District of Columbia, I am 
proud of the work we have accomplished to 
invest in our people, strengthen our neigh-
borhoods, and drive down crime. Building on 
this progress, my Administration established 

the Safe and Beautiful Emergency Oper-
ations Center to coordinate public safety and 
beautification efforts as the presidential 
emergency declaration ends. This structure 
ensures that DC will remain proactive— 
bringing together local and federal partners 
to sustain momentum on reducing crime and 
improving quality of life for every resident. 

We have worked collaboratively with this 
Committee on shared priorities, including 
public safety, the federal Return to Work, 
implementing a DC budget Fiscal Year 2025 
fix (which is still pending in the House) and 
revitalizing the RFK campus; but I write 
now to ask you to reject 13 of the DC bills 
before you today that encroach on DC’s 
Home Rule: 

Bills like H.R. 5183, the District of Colum-
bia Home Rule Improvement Act, make the 
District less efficient, competitive, and re-
sponsive to the needs of a highly complex 
unique local government that serves local, 
county and state functions. Bogging down 
legislative and executive action only adds 
costs and uncertainty, making it more dif-
ficult to handle the economic headwinds and 
growth opportunities ahead. 

Bills like H.R. 5214, the District of Colum-
bia Cash Bail Reform Act, make DC less safe. 
Replacing our very effective pre-trial deten-
tion regime, which focuses on charged vio-
lent offenses and repeat violent offenders, 
not just on cash bail. I credit recent changes 
to our laws related to pre-trial detention for 
helping to drive down violent crime in the 
last two years. 

And the bills to abolish the Judicial Nomi-
nations Commission and to convert the 
elected DC Attorney General to a Presi-
dentially appointed legal officer for the Dis-
trict are both less democratic and untenable 
for District operations. The Judicial Nomi-
nation Commission, with seven members ap-
pointed by the Mayor, DC Council, Presi-
dent, US District Court for DC, and the DC 
Bar, works. As recently as last month, Presi-
dent Trump nominated three federal judicial 
nominees who were selected from the Com-
mission’s candidate pool—a process that 
demonstrates the value of maintaining local 
input. DC residents also voted to elect an At-
torney General who represents the public in-
terest. Changes to these charter agencies 
would significantly undercut the already 
thin ties to autonomy that limited home 
rule provides. 

Finally, I urge you not to up end our three- 
part education funding SOAR Act. I have 
long supported the program to expand oppor-
tunity for DC students. However, my support 
has always been contingent on parity among 
all three education sectors—public, private, 
and charter—and this approach is working. 
We will not support changes that tip the 
scales away from this core principle of fair-
ness for DC families. As the fastest improv-
ing urban school system, DC has become a 
model for urban education. We outpace the 
national average on all tested subject areas. 
We boast free, full-day Pre-K access serving 
more than 13,200 young learners—an invest-
ment which supports our children and our 
workforce. DC ranked top of the nation in 
parental satisfaction regarding school 
choice. Mayoral control, council oversight, 
and deep, targeted investments in our stu-
dents, teachers, and buildings made these re-
markable achievements possible. 

I look forward to continuing a productive 
partnership with the Committee—one that 
respects the will of DC residents and honors 
the principles of home rule. Together, we can 
build on our successes while protecting the 
autonomy that, as history reflects, has made 
our city stronger. 

Sincerely, 
MURIEL BOWSER, 

Mayor. 
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COUNCIL OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Washington, DC, September 8, 2025. 
Hon. JAMES COMER, 
Chair, House Committee on Oversight and Gov-

ernment Reform, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT GARCIA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Over-

sight and Government Reform, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-
BER GARCIA: The Council of the District of 
Columbia is aware that the House Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform 
is planning to mark up more than a dozen 
proposed measures that would severely and 
negatively impact the operations, public 
safety, and autonomy of the District of Co-
lumbia. We ask that you oppose these meas-
ures in full, save one, H.R. 2693, District of 
Columbia Electronic Transmittal of Legisla-
tion Act. While we have not seen the final 
text of this legislation, the public summary 
of H.R. 2693 is consistent with the long held 
request by the District of Columbia to allow 
the ability to electronically transfer legisla-
tive acts to Congress, rather than only al-
lowing physical copies be transferred. The 
challenge and barriers created by this cur-
rent requirement were clearly exposed dur-
ing both the recent COVID pandemic restric-
tions as well as the Capitol campus restric-
tions following the January 6, 2021 attacks 
on the Capitol. 

The other 13 measures that have been 
shared with us would do direct and serious 
harm to the District of Columbia and we 
urge you to reject these measures com-
pletely. These bills represent an unprece-
dented attack on the autonomy and home 
rule of our local government and the more 
than 700,000 Americans that call it home. 
The breadth of these bills is remarkable, and 
if passed, would result in an erosion of ac-
countability and public safety for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. They range from elimi-
nating and replacing our elected and ac-
countable Attorney General for the District 
of Columbia with a President’s hand-picked 
and unaccountable associate requiring no 
confirmation by the U.S. Senate and no local 
ties, to a full repeal of multiple local DC 
laws that have been in place for many years, 
if not decades, that are tested, proven, and 
effective components of our public safety in-
frastructure and ecosystem. The effect of 
these Congressional repeals would put our 
legal and Court system into chaos and di-
rectly undermine successful tools that focus 
on serious accountability and effective reha-
bilitation when a crime occurs. As always, 
when revisions or amendments to DC laws 
are necessary, those changes should only 
take place within our local legislature which 
has the best capacity to provide effective 
oversight and accountable actions for the 
residents of the District of Columbia. 

We respectfully request that all members 
of the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and all members of Congress, 
reject these harmful measures whether in 
committee mark up or before the full House 
of Representatives. Given the breadth of the 
multiple measures before you, we also re-
quest an opportunity to provide a more in- 
depth discussion of each bill before the Com-
mittee’s mark-up, especially in light that 
the Committee will not hold public hearings 
on these measures. 

Sincerely, 
Chairman Phil Mendelson; Councilmember 

Anita Bonds, At-Large; Councilmember Rob-
ert White, Jr., At-Large; Councilmember 
Brooke Pinto, Ward 2; Councilmember 
Janeese Lewis George, Ward 4; 
Councilmember Charles Allen, Ward 6; 
Councilmember Trayon White, Sr, Ward 8; 
Councilmember Kenyan McDuffie, At-Large; 

Councilmember Christina Henderson, At- 
Large; Councilmember Brianne Nadeau, 
Ward 1; Councilmember Matthew Frumin, 
Ward 3; Councilmember Zachary Parker, 
Ward 5; Councilmember Wendell Felder, 
Ward 7. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, OFFICE OF THE ATTOR-
NEY GENERAL, 

Washington, DC, September 9, 2025. 
Hon. JAMES COMER, 
Chairman, House Committee on Oversight and 

Government Reform, Washington, DC. 
Hon. ROBERT GARCIA, 
Ranking Member, House Committee on Over-

sight and Government Reform, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER AND RANKING MEM-
BER GARCIA: The House Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform is scheduled 
to markup fourteen bills tomorrow related 
to the operations of the District of Colum-
bia. With the exception of H.R. 2693, the Dis-
trict of Columbia Electronic Transmittal 
Act, I write in strong opposition to these 
bills. They address inherently local issues 
and laws that were passed after careful con-
sideration by the District’s elected rep-
resentatives, who are directly accountable to 
District residents. Members of this very 
Committee have long advocated for the prin-
ciples of federalism on which this nation was 
founded. They have consistently condemned 
federal overreach and fought forcefully and 
convincingly for the uniquely American val-
ues of local control, freedom, and self-gov-
ernance. These principles should apply to the 
more than 700,000 people who call Wash-
ington, DC home, just as they do for your 
constituents across the country. 

I specifically want to call attention to the 
significant incursion on local self-govern-
ance reflected in two bills, the District of Co-
lumbia Attorney General Appointment Re-
form Act and the District of Columbia Judi-
cial Nominations Reform Act. Both laws 
would displace the ability of District resi-
dents to have a voice in the selection of local 
leaders who wield significant power over 
local judicial matters: the judges on our 
local courts and the Attorney General for 
the District. The judges on the DC Court of 
Appeals and DC Superior Court rule on in-
herently local matters such as criminal pros-
ecutions, landlord-tenant cases, probate pro-
ceedings, civil cases, and divorce pro-
ceedings, all of which have profoundly im-
portant impact on our community. For more 
than 50 years, the Judicial Nomination Com-
mission (JNC) has successfully allowed DC 
residents to have a voice in judicial appoint-
ments, while also granting the President and 
Senate a role in confirming our judges. I 
urge the Committee not to overturn that 
well-established process. 

The DC Attorney General, as the District’s 
chief law officer, is also responsible for local 
legal issues, namely, protecting the District 
and its residents in a wide range of matters, 
such as enforcing child support laws, han-
dling abuse and neglect proceedings in the 
child welfare system, enforcing our housing 
code, and defending District agencies and of-
ficers when they are sued. In no other place 
in the United States are such local issues de-
termined by a federally appointed person 
with no local accountability. The proposed 
legislation would be especially undemocratic 
in light of the fact that, in 2010, an over-
whelming majority of District voters (76 per-
cent) exercised their right to amend the Dis-
trict Charter to make the DC Attorney Gen-
eral an independent, elected office, rather 
than a position appointed by and subordinate 
to the Mayor. With that vote, District resi-
dents clearly expressed their desire that the 
Attorney General should be independent and 

accountable to them. The pending bill would 
displace that choice in favor of installing an 
Attorney General accountable not to Dis-
trict residents, but to the President. Given 
that the U.S. Attorney for the District is al-
ready appointed by the President, if passed, 
this bill would concentrate all criminal and 
civil litigation authority in the President, 
divesting the District and its residents of 
any local control over these essential func-
tions. 

No one knows or cares more about keeping 
DC safe than DC residents who work, live 
and raise their families here. Our democrat-
ically elected officials work closely with 
local law enforcement, policy experts, and 
community leadership to pass laws that are 
in the best interests of all Washingtonians. 
Substituting the will of DC voters with the 
whim of federal politicians is undemocratic 
and un-American. 

I urge you to reject these measures and up-
hold the values Congress sought to advance 
more than 50 years ago when it passed the 
District of Columbia Home Rule Act: that 
District residents should enjoy the ‘‘powers 
of local self-government’’ that all other 
Americans enjoy. See DC Code § l–201.02. 

Respectfully submitted, 
BRIAN L. SCHWALB, 

Attorney General for the District of Columbia. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, the D.C. 
local legislature, the Council, has 13 
members. If D.C. residents do not like 
how members vote, residents can vote 
them out of office or pass a ballot 
measure. That is called democracy. 

Congress has 535 voting Members. 
None are elected by D.C. residents. If 
D.C. residents do not like how Members 
vote on local D.C. matters, residents 
cannot vote them out of office or pass 
a ballot measure. This is the antithesis 
of democracy. 

The substance of this bill is irrele-
vant since there is never justification 
for Congress to legislate on local D.C. 
matters. Nevertheless, I will discuss it. 

b 1250 

Vehicular pursuits by police officers 
are inherently dangerous not just for 
officers and suspects but for bystand-
ers, too, and often there are other op-
tions to detain a suspect. D.C. permits 
vehicular pursuits, but it imposes limi-
tations on them. According to the 
International Association of Chiefs of 
Police, vehicular pursuit policies must 
‘‘balance the risks, take all of the fac-
tors into consideration, and reach a de-
cision that is best suited to their juris-
dictions.’’ Unlike D.C., 2 percent of 
local police departments prohibit ve-
hicular pursuits altogether. The spon-
sor of this bill, who is from Louisiana, 
thinks he knows better than D.C. how 
to strike the proper balance in D.C. 

I will read for my Republican col-
leagues part of the signing statement 
your fellow Republican, President 
Richard Nixon, issued on the D.C. 
Home Rule Act: ‘‘One of the major 
goals of this administration is to place 
responsibility for local functions under 
local control and to provide local gov-
ernments with the authority and re-
sources they need to serve their com-
munities effectively. The measure I 
sign today represents a significant step 
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in achieving this goal in the city of 
Washington. It will give the people of 
the District of Columbia the right to 
elect their own city officials and to 
govern themselves in local affairs. As 
the Nation approaches the 200th anni-
versary of its founding, it is particu-
larly appropriate to assure those per-
sons who live in our Capital City rights 
and privileges which have long been en-
joyed by most of their countrymen.’’ 

D.C. residents have all the obliga-
tions of American citizenship, includ-
ing paying Federal taxes, serving on ju-
ries, and registering with the Selective 
Service, yet Congress denies them full 
local self-government and voting rep-
resentation in Congress. The only solu-
tion to this undemocratic treatment is 
to grant D.C. statehood. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
a letter explaining why the D.C. state-
hood bill is constitutional from leading 
constitutional scholars, including 
Larry Tribe. 

MAY 22, 2021. 
Re Washington, D.C. Admission Act, H.R. 51 

and S. 51 (the ‘‘D.C. Admission Act’’). 

Hon. NANCY P. PELOSI, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. CHARLES E. SCHUMER, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. KEVIN O. MCCARTHY, 
Minority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Minority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSIONAL LEADERS: As scholars 
of the United States Constitution, we write 
to correct claims that the D.C. Admission 
Act is vulnerable to a constitutional chal-
lenge in the courts. For the reasons set forth 
below, there is no constitutional barrier to 
the State of Washington, Douglass Common-
wealth (the ‘‘Commonwealth’’) entering the 
Union through a congressional joint resolu-
tion, pursuant to the Constitution’s Admis-
sions Clause, just like the 37 other states 
that have been admitted since the Constitu-
tion was adopted. Furthermore, Congress’s 
exercise of its express constitutional author-
ity to decide to admit a new state is a classic 
political question, which courts are highly 
unlikely to interfere with, let alone attempt 
to bar. 

The D.C. Admission Act. The House passed 
the Act, as H.R. 51, on April 22, 2021, and as 
of this writing, the substantively identical 
companion bill (S. 51) is under consideration 
by the Senate. The Act provides for the 
issuance of a congressional joint resolution 
declaring the admittance as a State of most 
of the territory currently comprising the 
District of Columbia, while the seat of gov-
ernment (defined as the ‘‘Capital’’) will fall 
outside of the boundaries of the new State 
and remain under federal jurisdiction. The 
Act also repeals the provision of federal law 
that establishes the current mechanism for 
District residents to participate in presi-
dential elections, pursuant to Congress’s au-
thority under the Twenty-Third Amend-
ment; and provides for expedited consider-
ation of the repeal of that Amendment. 

The Admissions Clause grants Congress 
constitutional authority to admit the Com-
monwealth into the Union. The starting 
point for a constitutional analysis of the Act 
is the Constitution’s Admissions Clause (Art. 
IV, Sect. 3), which provides that ‘‘New States 
may be admitted by the Congress into this 

Union.’’ The Clause ‘‘vests in Congress the 
essential and discretionary authority to 
admit new states into the Union by whatever 
means it considers appropriate as long as 
such means are framed within its vested 
powers.’’ Every State admitted into the 
Union since the Constitution was adopted 
has been admitted by congressional action 
pursuant to this Clause; no State has been 
admitted pursuant to a constitutional 
amendment. 

The Supreme Court has broadly construed 
Congress’s assigned power to admit new 
states and has never interfered with 
Congress’s admission of a state, even when 
potentially legitimate constitutional objec-
tions existed. For example, in 1863, Congress 
admitted into the Union West Virginia, 
which had been part of the State of Virginia, 
in potential violation of a provision of the 
Admissions Clause that bars the formation 
of a new State out of a portion of the terri-
tory of another State without the consent of 
the ceding State. The Supreme Court, how-
ever, did not bar West Virginia’s admission; 
to the contrary, it later tacitly approved of 
it. 

Some critics of the D.C. Admission Act 
have suggested that Maryland’s consent 
might be required under the foregoing provi-
sion of the Admissions Clause. This objection 
mistakenly presupposes that Maryland re-
tains a reversionary interest in the territory 
currently composing the District of Colum-
bia, which Maryland ceded to the federal 
government when the District was estab-
lished in 1791. In fact, Maryland expressly re-
linquished all sovereign authority over the 
territory at issue when the federal govern-
ment accepted it. The express terms of the 
cession state that the territory was ‘‘for ever 
ceded and relinquished to the congress and 
government of the United States, in full and 
absolute right, and exclusive jurisdiction 
. . . .’’ As Viet D. Dinh, who served as an As-
sistant Attorney General during the presi-
dency of George W. Bush, has explained, be-
cause Maryland’s cession of the territory 
now constituting the District was full and 
complete, it severed D.C. residents’ now far 
distant ‘‘political link with’’ Maryland. The 
current District is not part of Maryland, and 
Maryland has no claim on any portion of the 
District’s territory. There is accordingly no 
basis to require Maryland’s consent for the 
establishment of the new State. 

The Constitution’s District Clause poses no 
barrier to admitting the Commonwealth into 
the Union. The Constitution’s District 
Clause grants Congress power to ‘‘exercise 
exclusive Legislation in all Cases whatso-
ever, over such District (not exceeding ten 
Miles square) as may, by Cession of par-
ticular States, and the Acceptance of Con-
gress, become the Seat of the Government of 
the United States.’’ Based on this Clause, 
Congress established the current District of 
Columbia, which (as explained) was taken 
from territory ceded by Maryland, as well as 
Virginia. 

The D.C. Admission Act complies with the 
District Clause because it provides that the 
Capital—which is defined in the Act to in-
clude (among other things) the White House, 
the Capitol Building, the United States Su-
preme Court Building, and the Federal exec-
utive, legislative, and judicial office build-
ings located adjacent to the Mall—will not 
become part of the new State and will re-
main under the sovereignty of the federal 
government. 

Some critics have argued that the District 
Clause somehow mandates that the District 
of Columbia permanently retain all of its 
current territory, and that its size may nei-
ther be increased or reduced by Congress. 
The plain language of the District Clause 
says no such thing; it does not mandate that 

the District be any size or shape, except it 
limits the maximum size of the federal en-
clave to ten square miles. 

Historical practice confirms that Congress 
can change the size of the District. In 1791, 
Congress altered the District’s southern 
boundary to encompass portions of what are 
now Alexandria, Virginia and Anacostia. 
Then, in 1846, Congress retroceded Alexan-
dria and its environs back to Virginia. As a 
result, the territory composing the District 
was reduced by a third. 

At the time of the 1846 retrocession, the 
House’s Committee on the District of Colum-
bia considered, and rejected, the very argu-
ment that critics of the D.C. Admission Act 
are raising today, reasoning that the ‘‘true 
construction of [the District Clause] would 
seem to be solely that Congress retain and 
exercise exclusive jurisdiction’’ over terri-
tory comprising the ‘‘seat of government.’’ 
The language of the District Clause, the leg-
islators observed, places no mandate on the 
size, or even the location, of that seat of gov-
ernment, other than preventing the govern-
ment from ‘‘hold[ing] more than ten miles 
for this purpose.’’ The House’s judgment was 
correct in 1846, and remains so today. 

The Twenty-Third Amendment does not 
prevent Congress from granting the Com-
monwealth statehood. Opponents of state-
hood have suggested that the Twenty-Third 
Amendment bars Congress from exercising 
its constitutionally enumerated authority to 
grant statehood to the Commonwealth. In 
fact, the Amendment poses no barrier to the 
admission of the Commonwealth into the 
Union through an act of Congress, in accord-
ance with the plain language of the Admis-
sions Clause, just as Congress has done in 
connection with the admission of several 
other States, including most recently Alaska 
and Hawaii. 

Section 1 of the Twenty-Third Amend-
ment, which was ratified in 1961, provides: 

The District constituting the seat of Gov-
ernment of the United States shall appoint 
in such manner as the Congress may direct: 
A number of electors of President and Vice 
President equal to the whole number of Sen-
ators and Representatives in Congress to 
which the District would be entitled if it 
were a State, but in no event more than the 
least populous State; they shall be in addi-
tion to those appointed by the States, but 
they shall be considered, for the purposes of 
the election of President and Vice President, 
to be electors appointed by a State. 

By its plain terms, the Amendment poses 
no barrier to Congress’s admission of the 
Commonwealth into the Union. Indeed, it is 
entirely silent on the matter. 

The only question raised by the existence 
of the Twenty-Third Amendment is a prac-
tical, not a constitutional one: How best to 
address the Twenty-Third Amendment’s pro-
vision for the assignment of presidential 
electors to what will become a vestigial seat 
of government, with virtually no residents? 
The Act satisfactorily addresses this ques-
tion by providing for the repeal of the provi-
sion of federal law that establishes the cur-
rent mechanism for District residents to par-
ticipate in presidential elections, pursuant 
to Congress’s authority under the Twenty- 
Third Amendment, as well as by com-
mencing the process for repealing the 
Amendment itself. 

Initially, the Act provides for an expedited 
process for repeal of the Twenty-Third 
Amendment, a process that should move for-
ward to ratification swiftly and successfully 
once the Commonwealth is admitted as a 
State. None of the other 50 States has reason 
to seek to retain three electors for a largely 
unoccupied seat of government. 

But the Act also addresses the possibility 
that the Twenty-Third Amendment is not 
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promptly repealed by mandating the imme-
diate repeal of the provision of federal law 
that provides the current mechanism for Dis-
trict residents to participate in federal elec-
tions. 

In 1961, following the adoption of the 
Twenty-Third Amendment, Congress exer-
cised its enforcement authority by enacting 
legislation (codified at 3 U.S.C. § 21), pro-
viding that the District residents may select 
presidential electors; the votes of the elec-
tors are currently awarded to the ticket pre-
vailing in the District’s presidential elec-
tion. 

The existing statutes fall within the broad 
authority granted to Congress by the Twen-
ty-Third Amendment to define the terms of, 
and effectuate, the District’s participation in 
presidential elections. The Amendment al-
lows for the appointment of a number of 
Electors ‘‘in such manner as the Congress 
may direct.’’ The Amendment also allows 
Congress to select the number of Electors 
the District may receive, subject only to a 
maximum: The District may participate in 
the presidential Electoral College through 
the appointment of no more electors than 
those of the smallest State, i.e., three. And 
section 2 of the Amendment grants Congress 
the power to ‘‘enforce’’ the provision ‘‘by ap-
propriate legislation,’’ as it did in 1961. 

But once Congress acts again, pursuant to 
its express grant of constitutional authority, 
and repeals the legislation that creates the 
existing procedure for District residents to 
select presidential electors, that will remove 
the legislative provision providing for the 
District’s participation in presidential elec-
tions. Without such a provision, there is no 
mechanism for identifying the Capital area’s 
electors or allocating their votes. 

Some scholars have questioned whether 
that approach is satisfactory. They contend 
that the Twenty-Third Amendment is self- 
enforcing, and effectively mandates the ap-
pointment of electors on behalf of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, regardless of whether such 
appointment is called for under a federal 
statute. Some of us disagree; indeed, the 
very existence of Section 2 of the Amend-
ment makes clear that enabling legislation 
is required to effectuate the District’s par-
ticipation in the presidential election proc-
ess. And Congress’s 1961 enforcement legisla-
tion supports this interpretation. 

Even if this self-enforcement argument 
were to be accepted, however, Congress could 
easily address it by replacing the current law 
mandating that the Capital area’s electors 
vote in accordance with the outcome of the 
popular vote in the District with a new legis-
lative mandate that the Capital area’s elec-
tors vote in other ways. For example, Con-
gress could require District electors to vote 
in favor of the presidential ticket that re-
ceives the most Electoral College votes (of 
the remaining 538 electors). Or, alter-
natively, Congress could require that Dis-
trict electors vote for the winner of the na-
tional popular vote winner. 

A recent Supreme Court decision confirms 
that a legislative directive to the Capital 
area’s electors would be enforceable. The 
Twenty-Third Amendment provides that the 
District ‘‘shall appoint’’ electors ‘‘in such 
manner as Congress may direct’’; this lan-
guage is a direct parallel to the Constitu-
tion’s grant of broad authority to each of the 
States to appoint and instruct their respec-
tive electors. In its recent decision in 
Chiafalo v. Washington, the Supreme Court 
held that electors do not have discretion to 
decide how to cast their Electoral College 
votes, but rather are legally bound to follow 
the instructions given by their respective 
states. 

As Columbia Law School Professors Jes-
sica Bulman-Pozen and Olatunde Johnson 

have observed, it follows from the Court’s 
holding in Chiafalo that Congress could le-
gally bind any electors to vote in accordance 
with the overall vote of the Electoral College 
or the national popular vote, just as the ex-
isting enabling statute currently binds them 
to vote in the Electoral College in accord-
ance with the outcome of the popular vote in 
the District. 

In sum, none of the critics’ constitutional 
objections to the D.C. Admission Act are 
meritorious; and the contention that a con-
stitutional amendment is required to admit 
the Commonwealth into the Union is incor-
rect. The D.C. Admission Act calls for a 
proper exercise of Congress’ express author-
ity under the Constitution to admit new 
states, a power that it has exercised 37 other 
times since the Constitution was adopted. 

Courts are unlikely to second-guess 
Congress’s exercise of its constitutional au-
thority to admit the Commonwealth into the 
Union. Apart from the fact that the legal ob-
jections to admission of the Commonwealth 
as a State are without merit, it is also un-
likely that the courts will ever consider 
those objections. As Mr. Dinh has observed, 
the decision whether to admit a state into 
the Union is a paradigmatic political ques-
tion that the Constitution expressly and ex-
clusively assigns to Congress. The Supreme 
Court has long, and strenuously, avoided ad-
judicating disputes respecting matters that 
the Constitution makes the sole responsi-
bility of the coordinate, elected branches. 

The remaining objections to Statehood do 
not concern applicable constitutional law, 
but rather matters of policy. 

For example, some have argued that the 
District should not be admitted to the Union 
because it is a single city and have instead 
proposed that most of the District’s terri-
tory be retrocessioned to Maryland. There is, 
however, no constitutional barrier to a large, 
diverse city, with a population comparable 
to that of several existing States, joining the 
Union. Furthermore, the Maryland retroces-
sion proposal is subject to many of the same 
supposed constitutional objections raised by 
those who object to statehood for the Dis-
trict. For example, retroceding the District 
to Maryland would decrease the size of the 
remaining federal enclave, which objectors 
to District Statehood have claimed is con-
stitutionally impermissible. A forced merger 
of the District and Maryland would also do 
nothing to address the purported constitu-
tional objection to leaving the residual seat 
of government with three potential electors, 
pursuant to the terms of the Twenty-Third 
Amendment, prior to the Amendment’s re-
peal. 

Opponents also argue that Congress should 
not grant the District statehood because it 
will lead to a lawsuit. But any court chal-
lenge will be without merit, and indeed like-
ly will be dismissed as presenting a political 
question. We respectfully submit that Con-
gress should not avoid exercising its express 
constitutional authority to admit the Com-
monwealth into the Union because of 
meritless threats of litigation. 

Sincerely yours, 
Caroline Fredrickson, Georgetown Univer-

sity Law Center; Erwin Chemerinsky, Uni-
versity of California, Berkeley School of 
Law; Stephen I. Vladeck, University of Texas 
Law School; Franita Tolson, University of 
Southern California, Gould School of Law; 
Jessica Bulman-Pozen, Columbia Law 
School; Leah Litman, University of Michi-
gan Law School; Laurence H. Tribe, Harvard 
Law School; Paul Smith, Georgetown Uni-
versity Law Center; Geoffrey R. Stone, Uni-
versity of Chicago Law School; Peter 
Edelman, Georgetown University Law Cen-
ter; Kermit Roosevelt, University of Penn-
sylvania Carey Law School; Eric Segall, 

Georgia State College of Law; Trevor Potter, 
Campaign Legal Center. 

Gregory P. Downs, University of Cali-
fornia, Davis; Larry Sabato, University of 
Virginia; Aziz Huq, University of Chicago 
Law School; Jennifer Hochschild, Harvard 
University; Neil S. Siegel, Duke University 
School of Law; Beau Breslin, Skidmore Col-
lege; David C. Vladeck, Georgetown Univer-
sity Law Center; Sanford Levinson, Univer-
sity of Texas at Austin School of Law; Ira C. 
Lupu, George Washington University Law 
School; Peter M. Shane, Ohio State Univer-
sity Moritz College of Law; Ira P. Robbins, 
American University Washington College of 
Law; Michael Greenberger, University of 
Maryland Francis King Carey School of Law; 
David Pozen, Columbia Law School. 

Mark Tushnet, Harvard Law School; Mi-
chael C. Dorf, Cornell Law School; Miguel 
Schor, Drake University School of Law; 
David S. Schwartz, University of Wisconsin 
Law School; Caroline Mala Corbin, Univer-
sity of Miami School of Law; Jonathan 
Askin, Brooklyn Law School; Aziz Rana, 
Cornell Law School; John Mikhail, George-
town University Law Center; Richard Ford, 
Stanford Law School; Richard Primus, Uni-
versity of Michigan Law School; Joseph 
Fishkin, University of Texas Law School; 
Kate Masur, Northwestern University; Chris 
Edelson, American University. 

Ms. NORTON. The D.C. statehood 
bill, H.R. 51, the Washington, D.C. Ad-
mission Act, grants D.C. residents full 
local self-government and voting rep-
resentation in Congress. H.R. 51 re-
duces the size of the Federal District 
from 68 square miles to 2 square miles, 
consisting of the White House, the Cap-
itol, the Supreme Court, The National 
Mall and remaining under the control 
of Congress. 

The new State consists of the resi-
dential and commercial areas of D.C. 
The new State has a larger population 
than two States, pays more Federal 
taxes per capita than any State, and 
pays more total Federal taxes than 21 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to vote 
‘‘no’’ on the D.C. Policing Protection 
Act, keep their hands off D.C. and free 
D.C. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I include 
in the RECORD a letter from Represent-
ative MIN that clarifies that he meant 
to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 5143 in com-
mittee. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, September 15, 2025. 
Chairman JAMES COMER, 
House Committee on Oversight and Government 

Reform, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN COMER: I am writing to re-

spectfully clarify my intent regarding a vote 
I cast during the House Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform full committee markup held 
on September 10, 2025. Because of 
miscommunication during the evening vote 
series, my recorded vote on H.R. 5143, the 
District of Columbia Policing Protection Act, 
does not reflect my intended position. 

For the record, I meant to vote ‘‘Aye’’ on 
the final passage H.R. 5143, which repeals re-
strictions on the circumstances under which 
law enforcement officers in the District of 
Columbia may engage in vehicular pursuits. 
I ask that this letter be included in the com-
mittee’s official record to reflect my intent. 

Thank you for your understanding. 
Sincerely, 

DAVE MIN, 
Member of Congress. 
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Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New Jersey (Mrs. 
MCIVER). 

Mrs. MCIVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today with deep concern for our Na-
tion’s Capital, also known as chocolate 
city. 

The four Republican bills on the floor 
this week are a direct attack on the 
people of this city, particularly the 
Black and Brown communities who 
have called D.C. home for generations. 

These are residents who have built 
thriving small businesses, who have re-
ceived an education from the D.C. 
school system, residents who have 
raised families and who call themselves 
proud Washingtonians since birth. 

This bill, H.R. 5143, would impose the 
President’s twisted vision of justice on 
D.C., overriding the autonomy of this 
city and hurting the people who live 
here. 

Enabling deadly vehicle pursuits of 
suspects in the city, as a former coun-
cilwoman and a council president of 
the largest city in New Jersey, I know 
firsthand that this is dangerous. That 
is on top of the other bills that we are 
debating this week that seek to strip 
D.C. of its autonomy, force more juve-
niles into the justice system, expand 
the President’s gross overreach, and 
make things worse. 

The bills proposed by my Republican 
colleagues will worsen the already 
rampant injustices we see in the crimi-
nal justice system, make law enforce-
ment more dangerous, and steal the fu-
tures of many of our youth. 

These bills all send the same state-
ment to Washingtonians: The adminis-
tration does not believe you have the 
same right to dignity as other parts of 
this Nation. 

If Congress truly wants to make our 
Nation’s Capital as safe as it can be, we 
would listen to the residents of D.C. 
and their elected leaders who have 
lived experiences of what this commu-
nity needs. The dog whistles used to 
justify these bills are not true. The 
D.C. Government has long taken a 
proactive approach to reducing crime 
in the District and today is experi-
encing a three-decade low in crime. 

D.C. has done this in part by having 
a police force that looks like the very 
people it is sworn to protect, lives in 
the community it serves, and caters to 
the unique needs of D.C. residents. 

The Speaker pro tempore. The time 
of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield an additional 1 minute 
to the gentlewoman from New Jersey. 

Mrs. MCIVER. H.R. 5143 discourages 
basic public safety, pushes lies about 
crime in the Black and Brown commu-
nities, and puts everyone in harm’s 
way and at risk. 

That is why it is no surprise of who 
the sponsor is of this very dangerous 
and wicked bill. This bill is dangerous, 
once again, and a complete disaster to 
this community. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. HIGGINS). 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, let me just diplomatically ad-
dress a couple of the accusations here 
regarding the nature of my bill. 

The gentlewoman acknowledged that 
there is danger involved, yes. Yes, en-
forcing the law is dangerous. This is 
why the professional law enforcement 
officers across the country, including 
here in D.C., are incredibly well vetted 
and trained and equipped to make deci-
sions in a matter of seconds or less to 
pursue criminals and to enforce the 
law. 

It is dangerous work. It is dangerous 
for the officer. It can result in injury 
or death for the criminal. It can result 
in injury or death for innocent Ameri-
cans, but let us never forget that the 
interaction was initiated by the crimi-
nal. Mr. Speaker, enforcing the law is 
dangerous work. 

What is more dangerous, Mr. Speak-
er, is failure to enforce the law. What 
is more dangerous for every commu-
nity, including our Nation’s Capital, 
for which this body has a responsibility 
to stand, is failure to give discretion 
for enforcement of law to the very law 
enforcement professionals that you 
have trained and equipped and placed 
on the streets. To not allow those pro-
fessionals to make decisions and en-
force a law, that is incredibly dan-
gerous. 

My bill stands on the side of the citi-
zenry of D.C. in an effort to enforce the 
law by fully empowering the police of-
ficers of D.C. to engage criminal con-
duct and enforce the law. 

b 1300 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. IVEY). 

Mr. IVEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
colleague for yielding, and I rise in 
strong opposition to the gentleman’s 
bill. 

I appreciate my colleague from Lou-
isiana. We have had a chance to serve 
together on committees. I know he has 
a strong respect for law enforcement, 
so I am not saying his heart is in the 
wrong place, but I am saying this bill 
is wrong. I say that from personal ex-
perience. 

He is right, I was never in an active 
car pursuit, but I was a prosecutor here 
in Washington, D.C., and for 8 years in 
Prince George’s County, which is the 
eastern border of Washington, D.C., so 
I have seen the results of some of these 
high-speed chases. 

The bill that is drafted, that he has 
proposed, actually takes away a rea-
sonable balance that was drawn by the 
people here of the District of Columbia, 
as is their right for a democracy. 

Also, one of the things we need to 
keep in mind, and my colleague ad-
dressed this kind of briefly but, frank-
ly, skipped over it, what happens when 

that chase leads to the death of inno-
cent civilians? 

When the gentleman said he had been 
in 100 car chases, a chill went through 
my body, I have to say, because I have 
seen the results, the deadly con-
sequences of some of these car chases. 
When you have to go talk to that fam-
ily and tell them why their loved ones 
died, you don’t want to have to say 
that it was over something minor like 
a stolen car. 

The balance that the city struck was 
that it should be for an imminent vio-
lent offense, high-level felony, some-
thing like that that you really under-
stand why they would have engaged in 
the pursuit. This bill would take that 
away and expand it open so that you 
could have high-speed chases taking 
place with respect to misdemeanors. 

This isn’t a hypothetical for me. 
When I was the State’s attorney in 
Prince George’s County, we actually 
had one of these. We had several, but I 
will just pick one for purposes of time. 
A police officer saw a stolen motor-
cycle zip down the beltway and decided 
to pursue it. Stealing a motorcycle is a 
misdemeanor and speeding is a mis-
demeanor, but he decided to pursue it 
anyway. 

Mind you, this is during rush hour, so 
he had to pursue on the border of the 
road, and speeds got up to over 100 
miles an hour on the beltway in rush 
hour. Of course, it is hard for a car to 
catch a motorcycle, especially when it 
can weave in and out of traffic. 

He didn’t make the apprehension, but 
what he did do as he was speeding 
along on the side of the road at 100-plus 
miles an hour was come across debris 
on the road, and he tried to swerve to 
avoid it. When he did that, the car 
jumped over the Jersey barrier between 
the two lanes and took him into the 
opposite lane of oncoming traffic. 

The car jumped over, hit the top of a 
car coming the opposite direction, and 
killed two men on their way to a con-
cert. They had nothing to do with any 
kind of high-speed chase. They didn’t 
have anything to do with any kind of 
criminal activity. These were people 
who were good folks, actually just vis-
iting in the area—one was from Buf-
falo—who died because of a high-speed 
chase over a minor misdemeanor. That 
doesn’t make any sense. It is not like 
that only happens in Prince George’s 
County. 

Here in Washington, D.C., we had a 
similar kind of case. It was back in 
2016. It led up to a deadly chase on East 
Capitol and Benning Road. The chases 
the gentleman was talking about, 
maybe those were rural areas, but 
those are high-traffic areas even in the 
nighttime. Sometimes these pursuits 
take place during the day. 

This led to the death of an innocent 
man. This was over a stolen car. Think 
about what you would say to that fam-
ily when you are explaining to them 
that their father, brother, or son lost 
his life over a stolen car. 

Then the other part that influences 
me—again, I represent Prince George’s 
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County now—but sometimes when they 
start high-speed chases in D.C., they go 
into Prince George’s County, Mont-
gomery County, or Northern Virginia, 
and we lost someone during a high- 
speed chase on the Baltimore-Wash-
ington Parkway; another stolen car 
case. 

When we make these decisions about 
when a chase is permitted or should be 
permitted or not, we need to keep in 
mind that there can be deadly con-
sequences from when this happens, and 
it frequently occurs. It is not like this 
is unusual. The Washington Post just 
did a piece about the Park Police. 
There have been 10 of these instances 
in recent weeks. 

I have a couple last points. One is li-
ability. The Federal Government is 
going to put this burden on the city. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BOST). The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield an additional 2 min-
utes to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. IVEY. When that liability arises 
from a car chase ending in death that 
didn’t make any sense to a jury, the 
city could be on the hook for millions 
of dollars. I guarantee they are not 
going to step in and have the Federal 
Government cover that for them. When 
we think about these things, we need 
to keep all of those things in mind. 

The last point I will make, a vari-
ation on the home rule argument. D.C. 
is not a rural jurisdiction. In fact, its 
roads aren’t even as straightforward as 
Manhattan. We have got diagonal roads 
that cut across, we have circles, and we 
have very dangerous intersections. I 
wish my colleagues knew how tricky it 
can be out there. A high-speed chase in 
the middle of the District of Columbia, 
even during the middle of the day is al-
most, by definition, dangerous almost 
under any circumstances, so you better 
have a really good reason to engage in 
a pursuit like that. 

That is not the balance that is drawn 
by this bill. That is not the balance 
that was drawn by the people of the 
District of Columbia. It should be the 
balance, and they should make the call 
because when the deaths happen, my 
colleagues won’t be anywhere to be 
found. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I strongly oppose this bill. D.C.’s 
elected leaders have set clear, com-
monsense limits on high-speed chases 
and limits that save lives. I just re-
mind folks that States like Texas, 
Florida, and Tennessee recognize the 
danger and restrict pursuits to violent 
crimes or imminent deaths, and D.C. 
follows that same practice. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 
colleagues to support this common-
sense legislation to allow police offi-

cers in the District of Columbia to pur-
sue and apprehend criminals to keep 
residents and visitors in the District 
safe. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 707, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill, as 
amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GARCIA of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1631 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. DESJARLAIS) at 4 o’clock 
and 31 minutes p.m. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5371, CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS AND EXTENSIONS 
ACT, 2026; PROVIDING FOR CON-
SIDERATION OF H. RES. 719, HON-
ORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF CHARLES ‘‘CHARLIE’’ JAMES 
KIRK; AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 722 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 722 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 5371) making continuing 
appropriations and extensions for fiscal year 
2026, and for other purposes. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. The bill shall be considered as read. 
All points of order against provisions in the 
bill are waived. The previous question shall 
be considered as ordered on the bill and on 
any amendment thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except: (1) one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Appropriations or their 
respective designees; and (2) one motion to 
recommit. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order without intervention of any 
point of order to consider in the House the 
resolution (H. Res. 719) honoring the life and 
legacy of Charles ‘‘Charlie’’ James Kirk. The 
resolution shall be considered as read. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the resolution and preamble to 
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except one 
hour of debate equally divided and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform or their respective designees. 

SEC. 3. Sections 9, 10, and 11 of House Reso-
lution 707, agreed to September 16, 2025, are 
each amended by striking ‘‘March 31, 2026’’ 
and inserting ‘‘January 31, 2026’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Indiana is recognized 
for 1 hour. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, last 

night, the Rules Committee met and 
produced a rule, House Resolution 722, 
providing for the House’s consideration 
of two pieces of legislation. 

First, the rule provides for H. Res. 
719, Honoring the life and legacy of 
Charles ‘‘Charlie’’ James Kirk, to be 
considered under a closed rule. It pro-
vides 1 hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

Second, the rule provides for H.R. 
5371, the Continuing Appropriations 
and Extensions Act, 2026. H.R. 5371 
would be considered under a closed 
rule, and it also provides 1 hour of de-
bate equally divided and controlled by 
the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropria-
tions or their designees, and provides 
for one motion to recommit. 

Finally, the rule tolls the day counts 
until January 31, 2026, regarding joint 
resolutions terminating the national 
emergencies declared by the President 
on February 1, 2025; April 2, 2025; and 
July 30, 2025. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of this 
rule and in support of the underlying 
legislation, beginning with H. Res. 719, 
honoring Charlie Kirk. 

It is really quite unbelievable that 
we are here today honoring the life of 
Charlie Kirk, taken from us far too 
soon. This is the kind of tribute you 
would give after a lifetime of service, 
not usually at the young age of just 31, 
but Charlie Kirk made a lifetime’s 
worth of impact in his short 31 years on 
this Earth, and we are grateful for it. 
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Charlie Kirk was a generational lead-

er and a cultural icon. He was dedi-
cated to engaging young people, de-
fending our constitutional freedoms, 
and calling on Americans to live with 
courage and conviction. 

Whether you agreed with him or not, 
he showed up, he listened, and he en-
gaged in respectful dialogue. He never 
backed down from the belief that ideas 
should be debated in the open. 

Charlie Kirk believed that freedom is 
worth defending, that faith has a right-
ful place in the public square, and the 
next generation deserves leaders who 
tell the truth and invite honest debate. 
He believed that every human life had 
value, even those who vehemently dis-
agreed with him. 

What happened last week was evil, 
but we can’t fear it because if we do, 
then evil wins. Therefore, we will not 
back down, and we will not allow ha-
tred to intimidate us or to silence our 
speech. 

He leaves behind a loving wife and 
two children. He was a child of God, a 
son, a husband, a father, and a conserv-
ative leader who, even in death, still 
inspires millions around the world. 

I hope the whole House will join me 
in praying for Erika and his precious 
children and the family and friends he 
leaves behind. May God surround them 
with love, comfort them with His pres-
ence, and provide a peace that sur-
passes our understanding. 

We will never forget Charlie Kirk. 
Let us carry on his legacy and always 
defend the ideals he lived out. 

I was proud last night to be a mem-
ber of the Rules Committee, and I 
thank Ranking Member MCGOVERN and 
the other Democratic members of the 
committee for recognizing that many 
of us on this side of the aisle knew 
Charlie personally. I also thank Rep-
resentatives DEBBIE DINGELL, TOM 
SUOZZI, DON DAVIS, JOHN LARSON, 
JIMMY PANETTA, MARIE GLUESENKAMP 
PEREZ, and CHRIS PAPPAS, who joined 
our prayer vigil for Charlie earlier this 
week. 

I was and am glad that we con-
demned political violence together and 
were able to share compassion for one 
another. 

Moving on to H.R. 5371, this rule also 
provides for consideration of the con-
tinuing resolution. Passing a con-
tinuing resolution is never our first 
choice, but as Chairman COLE said last 
night, real progress is being made, and 
he is encouraged by this year’s appro-
priations process. 

The House has already approved 60 
percent of government spending, and 
the Appropriations Committee has fin-
ished its work at the committee level. 
Chairman COLE and every member of 
the Appropriations Committee deserve 
credit for the long hours of work that 
have already been done and the 
progress that has been made. 

Following this good example, under 
the leadership of Leader THUNE and our 
Senate Republican colleagues, they 
have also advanced appropriations 

measures on the Senate floor, some-
thing Senate Democrats failed to do in 
the last appropriations cycle when 
they controlled the Chamber. 

Though a CR, a continuing resolu-
tion, is not ideal, this year we are fur-
ther ahead than we have been in a long 
time. We cannot allow a government 
shutdown to derail the important work 
of the Trump administration. 

As Chairwoman FOXX said last night, 
this short-term CR gives our Appro-
priations colleagues the time they need 
to keep negotiating and work toward 
bipartisan funding bills that fulfill our 
priorities to the American people. 

There has been plenty of debate 
about what is and isn’t in the CR, but 
our priority must be keeping this proc-
ess moving forward and avoiding the 
chaos that a government shutdown 
would create. 

If our colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle really care about our mili-
tary, about law enforcement, about our 
Federal workers, they will join us in 
keeping the government open. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to the 
consideration of these important pieces 
of legislation, and I urge the passage of 
this rule. I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

b 1640 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentlewoman from Indiana 
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes, and I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first, I think it is im-
portant to say that we all condemn the 
murder that occurred last week in 
Utah, and I know that some of my col-
leagues knew Mr. Kirk and are experi-
encing a personal loss as well. His fam-
ily is certainly in our prayers, and vio-
lence is never ever the answer. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to the CR that is 
before us today, here is the deal. Re-
publicans have three choices. One is to 
work with Democrats on a bipartisan 
CR that ensures millions of Americans 
don’t lose health insurance or see their 
premiums skyrocket; two is for Repub-
licans to do what Donald Trump said 
and pass the CR themselves—Repub-
licans are in charge after all; or, three, 
Republicans can shut down the govern-
ment. 

If they choose door number two or 
door number three, make no mistake 
about what will happen. ACA tax cred-
its will expire, and nearly 24 million 
people will see their premiums sky-
rocket by 93 percent, on average. 

Let me paint a picture. A mom and a 
dad in their early sixties both have 
jobs and make $80,000 a year combined. 
Right now, they can afford their 
healthcare—barely. If these ACA cred-
its expire, their bill jumps more than 
$17,000 a year. That is like a house 
mortgage. That is $1,400 a month, every 
month, just for the privilege of not 
going bankrupt if they get sick. Or, 
take a family of four making $64,000. 
Their premiums rise by $2,600 a year. 
That is groceries. That is car pay-
ments. 

It might not sound like a lot of 
money to my friends on the other side. 
Maybe the billionaires don’t think 
$2,600 a year is a lot, but my constitu-
ents do, Mr. Speaker. My guess is that 
millions of Americans will think that 
is a high cost to pay. 

Mr. Speaker, if these tax credits dis-
appear, it is a five-alarm fire, and Re-
publicans are acting like they don’t 
even smell the smoke. Should we be 
surprised? Of course not. 

The American people are already 
drowning in a cost-of-living crisis, one 
fueled by Donald Trump and the Re-
publican economic policies. Their big, 
ugly bill didn’t just raise costs for 
housing, groceries, and utilities. Its 
cruelest blow was to healthcare. 

They made the largest cut to Med-
icaid and the Affordable Care Act in 
American history, kicking millions of 
working people off their coverage. That 
means hospitals closing, nursing homes 
shuttering, preventative care denied, 
and, by the way, families going hungry 
because food assistance was ripped 
away, too. 

While families are trying to stay 
afloat, while farmers are struggling 
with tariffs, and while regular people 
suffer, Donald Trump decided to take 
an ax to medical research. He slashed 
the NIH, shut down cancer research, 
stopped clinical trials, and torpedoed 
vaccine programs. I mean, what the 
hell is wrong with him? What is he 
thinking? 

But don’t worry about healthcare. 
Don’t worry about ACA tax credits. We 
will deal with this later. That is what 
the Speaker said. Kick the can down 
the road. Well, guess what. We have 
reached the end of the road. Later is 
too late. 

The Congressional Budget Office says 
that if we don’t act now and instead 
wait until December, an additional 1.5 
million people will lose their coverage. 
That is a lot of people. That is a lot of 
people, I say to my colleagues. That is 
people in every single city and town in 
America. Premiums will climb even 
higher. Families will start getting can-
cellation notices in weeks, and open 
enrollment starts November 1. This is 
something we need to deal with now. 

Here is the message to Republicans: 
Work with us. Fund the government. 
Protect healthcare. Stop writing bills 
for the rich and powerful. Start work-
ing on solutions to the everyday prob-
lems that people have. The choice is 
yours. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. DE LA CRUZ). 

Ms. De La CRUZ. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman from Indiana 
for yielding her time. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, I rise with a 
heavy heart. We should not have to de-
bate this legislation this evening. This 
legislation is the result of a horrific de-
cision to assassinate a man of faith, a 
husband, a father, and a friend, Charlie 
Kirk. 
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My heart aches for his wife, Erika, 

and their two beautiful children, his 
loved ones, and all those who looked up 
to him, including my own two kids. 
They looked up to Charlie as well. My 
prayers are with his family and the en-
tire Turning Point community, who 
lost a leader and a friend. 

Charlie was taken from us in a cow-
ardly act while exercising our most sa-
cred American right, the right to free 
speech. He was sharing his values with 
young people on campus, inspiring 
them and debating them at a univer-
sity, a university that should be a safe 
place where ideas should be debated, 
not silenced. 

I am absolutely heartbroken over 
this evil act. I stand with many of my 
fellow Americans today mourning this 
deep, deep loss. I encourage my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
support this rule and the passage of the 
resolution to condemn the attack and 
honor the life of Charlie Kirk. 

Mr. Speaker, may God bless the Kirk 
family and the entire Nation that is 
mourning this deep loss. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. KENNEDY). 

Mr. KENNEDY of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank my friend from Indiana for 
yielding me her time. 

Mr. Speaker, just days ago, Charlie 
Kirk was assassinated by an act of de-
ranged cowardice. His death was not 
only the loss of a husband, but a father, 
and a friend to many. It is also a sober-
ing reminder that the very rights he 
spent his life defending must never be 
taken for granted, rights endowed to 
each of us by our creator and effec-
tuated by our Constitution. 

This resolution officially honors 
Charlie Kirk’s commitment to the con-
stitutional principles of civil discus-
sion and debate between all people of 
the United States, regardless of polit-
ical affiliation. 

From the beginning of our Nation, 
freedom of speech has been a 
foundational liberty for the American 
people. The architects of our Republic 
enshrined the right to speak one’s 
mind without fear as a first principle, 
knowing that if the people were si-
lenced, then every other freedom would 
be in peril. 

Throughout our history, Americans 
have disagreed fiercely and vigorously 
about politics, morality, and the 
course of our Nation, but history shows 
that responding to words with hatred 
or violence only sets us back. Instead, 
generation after generation, we have 
chosen the harder path: to keep the 
conversation going and to answer 
speech we oppose with more speech and 
with reason, civility, and conviction, 
rather than be intimidated by violence 
or dragged down into vengeance. 

The Founders placed their faith in 
the power of truth and discourse. They 
knew that in a free republic, the solu-
tion to false or harmful ideas is to 

counter them in the light of public dis-
cussion. 

As Thomas Jefferson reminded us, 
‘‘error of opinion may be tolerated 
where reason is left free to combat it.’’ 
We must hold fast to that principle. We 
will turn more hearts with calm truth 
than with angry thunder. We will not 
let violence intimidate us, and we will 
not let violence drown out truth. 

Every great struggle for justice, 
every step forward for our Nation, and 
even its very survival has relied on the 
ability of courageous voices to speak 
out and enlighten the people. 

Charlie Kirk was more than just a 
prominent political leader. He was a 
devoted husband, father, and man of 
deep convictions. As a father myself, I 
cannot begin to imagine the pain of 
such a loss. He leaves behind his be-
loved wife, Erika, and two amazing 
young children. 

Mr. Speaker, we offer our heartfelt 
condolences to Erika and those chil-
dren, and we hope they find comfort 
and peace in this time of unimaginable 
grief. 

Charlie lived with purpose and a 
clear understanding of what matters 
most. He loved his family and pursued 
truth, and he shared those values bold-
ly with the world. He gave young 
Americans the courage to believe their 
voices mattered, that they, too, could 
take part in shaping the future of this 
Nation. 

Just last week, I sat with students 
who told me they first found their way 
into political engagement because of 
Charlie’s example. That is his legacy, 
not only the words he spoke, but the 
lives he touched, the movement he 
built, and the spirit of civic courage he 
inspired. 

Mr. Speaker, let us pray that God 
bless and receive Charlie Kirk, and 
may He grant comfort and strength to 
Erika and their children. May God 
bless our Nation and unite us against 
violence, unite us in the fight for free 
speech and truth. I pray that we lift 
one another up and resolve to leave our 
children a brighter future and more 
free than the one we inherited. 

b 1650 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to take a few 
minutes to talk about what will hap-
pen if we defeat the previous question. 

If we defeat the previous question, I 
will offer an amendment to the rule to 
strike the sections of yesterday’s and 
today’s rules, which together block 
privileged considerations of measures 
ending the administration’s global tar-
iffs and tariffs on Canada, Mexico, and 
Brazil. 

Speaker JOHNSON and this Repub-
lican majority are hell-bent on block-
ing us from even debating Trump’s 
reckless trade policy, which is driving 
up costs for consumers, for businesses, 
and for farmers. 

Let’s just take this week. On Mon-
day, Republicans voted to block debate 

on the tariffs that Trump slapped on 
Brazilian coffee, beef, and other goods. 
These are the tariffs that are forcing 
everyday people to spend more on a cup 
of coffee in the morning. 

I think most Republicans in Congress 
were too scared of Trump to actually 
stand up and fight to protect everyday 
consumers. Then yesterday, Repub-
licans barely passed a rule that blocked 
votes on all of Trump’s illegal tariffs 
until March 31, 2026. I say ‘‘barely’’ be-
cause there were a few Republican 
holdouts threatening to vote against 
their party because they know how 
reckless Trump’s trade policies are. 

Mr. Speaker, it took only 45 minutes 
for them to fold. Here is what they re-
portedly got in return. They got an 
agreement to create a new trade work-
ing group. Really? They got a new 
working group, I mean, to get a meet-
ing? Are my Republican colleagues 
aware that the House of Representa-
tives already has a working group on 
trade? It is called the House Ways and 
Means Subcommittee on Trade. 

These brave rebels also apparently 
want a provision tucked into today’s 
rule that says votes on tariffs will only 
be blocked until the end of January in-
stead of March. I mean, wow, what a 
victory. 

If my colleagues object to Donald 
Trump’s trade policy, which is raising 
costs on everyday Americans right 
now, I can’t for the life of me figure 
out how they were won over by an 
agreement to keep his policies in place 
for at least 4 more months. 

President Trump promised to lower 
prices ‘‘on day one,’’ but his disastrous 
trade war is increasing the prices that 
Americans are paying for food, gas, and 
everyday goods. 

According to independent estimates, 
Trump’s tariffs are resulting in a $2,300 
tax increase in 2025 for the average 
American household. The August infla-
tion report, put out by Trump’s own 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, said infla-
tion is increasing at the highest rate 
since January. 

Mr. Speaker, I serve on the House 
Committee on Agriculture, and we are 
hearing day in and day out from farm-
ers who are being crushed by Trump’s 
erratic trade policies. They are losing 
markets abroad. Input prices are going 
up. Farm bankruptcies are up 95 per-
cent this year compared to last. 

Back when I was on a farm tour in 
my own district, a coffee roaster told 
me tariffs are hurting his business. He 
and countless others in his position 
can’t wait while House Republicans 
hide their heads in the sand for another 
4 months. 

Give us up-or-down votes on Trump’s 
reckless tariffs. Stop hiding. This body, 
this House of Representatives has a re-
sponsibility to do oversight and to vote 
on whether or not we should have tar-
iffs. It really is disappointing to me 
that so many of my friends on the 
other side of the aisle have not chosen 
to step up to the plate. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the RECORD the text 
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of my amendment, along with any ex-
traneous material, immediately prior 
to the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I re-

serve the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-

bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCLINTOCK). 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would be willing to sac-
rifice making a few cheap political 
points, he might find that we are mak-
ing bipartisan progress toward the goal 
that he has set forth. I, for one, am 
glad the Democrats have finally found 
a tax they don’t like. 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday we considered 
a resolution that altered the law by ex-
tending the authority of the President 
to impose tariffs by 6 months, from 
September 30 until March 31. 

I agree with the gentleman that our 
Constitution entrusts Congress with 
the power to set tariffs but that that 
responsibility has unwisely, and per-
haps even unconstitutionally, been del-
egated over the years to the President. 
I think it is time we did revisit that 
issue. Yesterday, the Speaker com-
mitted personally to two things. 

First, he promised that the next rule 
resolution would reduce the extension 
of this authority from 6 months to 4 
months, expiring on January 31 rather 
than March 31. The gentleman says 
that is not soon enough. Some of us 
would agree. This resolution fulfills 
that promise. 

Second, the Speaker promised to con-
vene a working group within the Re-
publican Conference to establish a 
clear and coherent congressional policy 
on the use of tariffs to report before 
the end of January. This is important 
because there are increasing signs of 
tariff-related damage to the economy— 
the gentleman is absolutely right on 
that point—and because the courts 
may be moving to restore the guard-
rails between the executive and legisla-
tive branches with respect to tariffs. 

I would hope he would support this 
resolution and thank the leadership for 
being responsive to those of us who fer-
vently believe that free trade is an es-
sential foundation of a healthy, grow-
ing, and thriving economy. 

As Bastiat warned nearly two cen-
turies ago, tariffs, by definition, raise 
prices and reduce resources. They are a 
tax. This is the first time I have ever 
found the Democrats to be in opposi-
tion to a tax. I think they will find 
willing and enthusiastic outliers on our 
side of the aisle as this discussion 
moves forward. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that every 
producer is a consumer. Every con-
sumer is a producer. No producer has 
ever benefited by scarcer resources. No 

consumer has ever benefited by higher 
prices. Yet this is the bitter fruit of 
protectionist policy down through the 
ages. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to have a seri-
ous and sober discussion on this issue 
and bring it to a resolution. The 
Speaker has committed to do this. For 
that, I thank him, and I suggest that 
the gentleman across the aisle thank 
him, too. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman just said 
that these tariffs are harmful to our 
economy and to working families in 
this country. He could work with us 
right now to do something about it. We 
could bring a bill to the floor. We could 
bring an amendment to the floor. We 
can block them. We can stop them. 

The gentleman said that he is work-
ing in a bipartisan way to try to deal 
with this issue. It is funny, but this 
working group that they have all 
agreed on is just a Republican working 
group. Democrats are not part of it. It 
is kind of a crazy way to be bipartisan. 

Then he says that he gets this great 
deal in terms of when we will next be 
able to have a vote on this stuff. They 
moved the deadline from the end of 
March to the end of January. That is 4 
months from now. 

What will happen in 4 months? I will 
tell my colleagues what will happen in 
4 months. We will get a rule that comes 
to the floor that will extend the prohi-
bition on us being able to debate any 
kind of tariff legislation, to be able to 
have a debate or an up-or-down vote. 

All I can say is: Where I come from in 
Massachusetts, we call that being a 
cheap date because I don’t think we get 
very much, to be honest. Meanwhile, 
the American consumer, the American 
people, will suffer with higher prices as 
a result of these tariffs. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. PA-
NETTA), who will speak on this topic. 

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Ranking Member MCGOVERN for yield-
ing time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to 
the previous question, which includes a 
detrimental and damaging provision 
that abdicates, that gives up, and that 
capitulates Congress’ constitutional 
authority over this administration’s 
disastrous tariff policy. 
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I think we all know Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of our Constitution clearly 
states that Congress has purview over 
foreign commerce. Now, more than 
ever, with the high prices that Ameri-
cans are experiencing, our commu-
nities, our constituents, and this coun-
try, need us. They want us. They de-
mand us to reclaim our constitutional 
powers over trade and fulfill our re-
sponsibilities as a check and as a bal-
ance over this executive branch. 

This administration’s incoherent, in-
consistent, and incompetent tariff pol-
icy is causing Americans to get 

crushed by high prices. These are peo-
ple and businesses who don’t have the 
margins to survive these tariff policies 
and who don’t have access to the Oval 
Office to cut a backroom deal for relief. 
These are people and producers who are 
having to personally pay the high 
prices that are directly being affected 
by the high costs. 

The tariffs not only have caused high 
prices, they have caused uncertainty 
that has destroyed what was once a 
strong jobs market. When it comes to 
manufacturing, it is getting tanked as 
the costs of inputs are increasing and 
markets are becoming impossible to 
predict. 

Diplomatically, the President’s tariff 
policy is causing consternation 
amongst our biggest trading partners 
and our allies and contributing to dip-
lomatic crises. 

Legally, the President’s tariffs are 
hanging by a thread after a Federal 
court found that their claims of emer-
gency power is dubious at best. 

The reality is the President’s trade 
policies that are based on his 40-year 
fetish with tariffs is bad for Americans. 
It is bad for American foreign policy, 
and it is bad for our American Con-
stitution. 

Mr. Speaker, for what? 
Details of any trade deals remain 

fuzzy and unenforceable, and there is 
an unstable dynamic that he is cre-
ating in which markets are either 
swinging wildly or fail to react, expect-
ing the President to chicken out. 

Yet, in the 119th Congress, this ma-
jority is allowing this President to not 
just bulldoze over not just the well- 
being of our constituents, Speaker 
Johnson is allowing the President to 
run roughshod over our constitutional 
authority. 

Now, more than ever, with these high 
prices, our communities and our con-
stituents need us to reclaim these con-
stitutional powers over trade and, yes, 
live up to our responsibilities as an Ar-
ticle I branch of our government. 

It is time to repeal these various tar-
iff powers that Congress has granted 
the executive branch over the past few 
decades. I am not just talking about 
IEEPA, but also the many other sec-
tions that we have afforded the Presi-
dent. Mr. Speaker, because of those au-
thorities that the President is using 
capriciously and whimsically to impose 
his tariffs, it is causing great damage 
to our economy, and they are creating 
a crisis with these high costs that all 
of us are facing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. PANETTA. That is exactly why 
Congress, that has purview over trade, 
should defend that jurisdiction, should 
defend our independence, and we should 
defend our duty to the American pub-
lic. It is our job, and it is our responsi-
bility. 

Let me tell you, Mr. Speaker, that is 
the least we can do for our country, for 
this Congress, and for our constituents. 
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Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, what is more hurtful to 

working families is unfair trade prac-
tices that have undermined the Amer-
ican worker for decades. The tariffs im-
parted by President Trump are proving 
necessary to ensure fair trade, protect 
American workers, and reduce trade 
deficits by bringing other nations to 
the negotiating table. 

Access to the American economy is a 
privilege. President Trump is taking 
decisive action to comprehensively re-
negotiate the tariff posture of the 
United States and the rest of the world 
for the first time since World War II. 

His efforts are focused on achieving 
global free trade, decoupling devel-
oping countries from competitive na-
tions like China, and for national secu-
rity purposes. 

From what we have seen, President 
Trump is winning. 

According to an article from NPR on 
August 11, tariffs are adding tens of bil-
lions of new dollars to Federal revenue, 
with Treasury bringing in more than 
$29 billion in customs and excise taxes, 
a category that is overwhelmingly tar-
iff revenue. Countries like India, 
China, and South Korea are among the 
newest nations across the world flock-
ing to the negotiating table. 

This comes on the heels of a success-
fully negotiated trade deal with Presi-
dent Trump like with the EU, Japan, 
the U.K., Indonesia, the Philippines, 
and Vietnam. 

President Trump is utilizing all 
available tools in his pressure cam-
paign to make good on his promises to 
secure the border, protect our commu-
nities, and level the global playing 
field to ensure fair trade for American 
producers and the American worker. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just say to the 
gentlewoman that that is a lot of 
words to justify the biggest tax in-
crease on the American people, an av-
erage of $2,300 a year more because of 
these tariffs. 

However, I would just say to the gen-
tlewoman, as well, that if she thinks 
that these policies are great, if she 
wants these tariffs to continue, then 
she shouldn’t be afraid to vote for 
them. Have the debate on the floor and 
let people vote up or down on them. 

I don’t understand why that is such a 
controversial thing to want to advo-
cate for, especially in the House of 
Representatives where we are supposed 
to be able to debate important issues. 
If the majority has the votes, if every-
body thinks this is a great policy, then 
they will all vote ‘‘yes,’’ and they con-
tinue. 

I am glad the gentlewoman brought 
up the economy because I want to 
speak about the economy just for a 
couple of minutes here. 

Mr. Speaker, the consequences of 
Trump’s economic policy are being felt 

in communities across the country. 
Prices on fruits and vegetables, meat 
and poultry, and dairy are all up. They 
are likely to climb even higher as 
Trump’s tariffs ripple through the sup-
ply chain. 

President Trump and Republicans 
promised to reduce grocery prices. In-
stead, grocery prices spiked at the fast-
est pace in 3 years last month. They 
have promised to cut electricity prices 
in half. Instead, August electricity 
prices were over 6 percent higher than 
they were 1 year ago. They promised to 
reduce inflation. Instead, we saw the 
largest monthly increase in inflation 
since January. They promised to create 
jobs, and instead for the first time in 
nearly 4 years, the economy lost jobs 
in June. We lost jobs in June, and job 
growth has been stagnant for months. 

Mr. Speaker, the Trump economy is 
not working for the American people. 

Do you know whom it is working for, 
Mr. Speaker? 

It is working for the millionaires and 
billionaires who contributed to his 
campaign. 

Hardworking Americans deserve a 
hell of a lot better than a rigged econ-
omy that only works for the ultra- 
wealthy. People are hurting. Do town-
halls, I would say to my Republican 
friends, and they can hear it firsthand. 
Go to the grocery store and watch as 
people are putting items back because 
the prices have gone up so much. 

This is not sustainable. At a min-
imum, the Republican leadership here 
should not be afraid of debate and 
votes. We ought to bring these impor-
tant items to the floor. We have a con-
stitutional responsibility when it 
comes to trade and tariffs and to de-
bate and to vote on these items. We 
ought to bring them to the floor. Let’s 
have a thoughtful debate. Then people 
can vote accordingly, and then they 
can defend that vote when they go 
back to their districts. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a little bit dis-
ingenuous to criticize the President on 
tariffs when every single Democrat 
voted for the largest tax increase in 
American history just recently. 

In the Working Families Tax Cuts 
Act under the One Big Beautiful Bill 
Act, the typical family now, because of 
House Republicans, is going to get up 
to $10,900 in additional take-home pay. 
Workers will see increased wages up to 
$7,200. Households earning less than 
$100,000 a year will get a 12 percent tax 
cut compared to today. 

Up to 7.2 million jobs have been pro-
tected and created, and 1 million new 
jobs annually will be created by small 
businesses. No tax on tips, no tax on 
overtime, car loan interest relief, and 
tax relief for seniors will put more 
money annually into Americans’ pock-
ets. Mr. Speaker, that is $1,300 per 
tipped worker specifically, and $1,400 
for hourly workers. We lock in and fur-

ther boost the double child tax credit 
to $2,200 for more than 40 million 
American families. 

To put it quite simply, we are start-
ing to build the financial future for 
this country after years of Democrat 
mismanagement. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t know what the 
gentlewoman is talking about, but the 
Yale Budget Lab finds American house-
holds could pay $2,300 more, on aver-
age, as a result of the current tariff 
policy, nearly three times the average 
roughly $800 benefit from the OBBBA’s 
new tax provisions in the big, beautiful 
bill, or whatever they call it. We call it 
the big, ugly bill, which, by the way, is 
the most unpopular piece of legislation 
I think in history. 

Do you know what, Mr. Speaker? 
Don’t take my word for it. Talk to 

regular people. Go to a grocery store. 
Go to a coffee shop. Do a townhall and 
talk to people about how they are feel-
ing. They are not feeling good. They 
are not feeling good, Mr. Speaker. They 
are going to feel even worse if you 
don’t address the healthcare cliff that 
we are about to confront. 
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Mr. Speaker, across the country, 
children, families, grandparents, small 
business owners, teachers, and veterans 
are about to receive the unwelcome 
news that their healthcare premiums 
are skyrocketing to record highs. Mil-
lions of Americans face an awful deci-
sion on the horizon as they sort 
through their bills and are forced to de-
cide which ones to pay. 

Republicans could have spent the 
summer working with Democrats to 
reach a bipartisan agreement. Instead, 
they spent it slashing Medicaid and the 
ACA by a trillion dollars. 

Make no mistake: Republicans are 
kicking 15 million off their healthcare 
coverage. Republicans are jeopardizing 
access to prenatal care. They are cut-
ting NIH’s budget and taking food ben-
efits away from families, all basically 
to help pay for tax cuts to the 
ultrarich. 

Mr. Speaker, nearly 24 million people 
in this country have health insurance 
through the Affordable Care Act. With 
Republican inaction, their premiums 
will increase by an average of 93 per-
cent. A 60-year-old couple making 
$80,000 per year would see their pre-
miums increase by over $17,000 per 
year. That is like over $1,400 per 
month. A family of four earning $64,000 
will owe an extra $2,600 in healthcare 
premiums every year. 

Where on Earth are families supposed 
to find this kind of extra money? 

Five million Americans, including 2 
million with chronic conditions, will 
lose their healthcare coverage due to 
the Affordable Care Act cuts alone, not 
to mention the 10 million more who 
will lose coverage due to the already 
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enacted Medicaid cuts in the Repub-
licans’ big, ugly bill. 

In each of the districts we represent, 
Americans will have to choose between 
paying rent, buying groceries, or af-
fording healthcare. 

Mr. Speaker, 26,000 Americans in the 
gentlewoman’s district in Indiana will 
face higher premiums or lose their 
healthcare altogether. That is a lot of 
people. We live in the richest country 
in the world, and Republicans have no 
problem forcing families to go without 
food because healthcare premiums are 
sky-high. This is crazy. Healthcare 
ought to be a right in this country. It 
ought not to be a privilege. 

When people lose their healthcare, 
what do they do? They get their 
healthcare at emergency rooms. That 
is the most costly and inefficient form 
of healthcare. 

Honest to God, Mr. Speaker, I don’t 
know how my Republicans friends can 
talk to people back home in their dis-
tricts and somehow justify what they 
are doing. Do Republicans actually 
think that denying healthcare cov-
erage is good for someone? Seriously, is 
that popular in Indiana? Is it popular 
in any State in this country? This is 
shameful, Mr. Speaker. The American 
people deserve better. 

Congress must address this 
healthcare cliff now. When the Speaker 
of the House says: Oh, well, we will 
deal with it in December; we will talk 
about this in December—first, we have 
no guarantees that they will want to 
deal with it—but let’s push this discus-
sion out to December. December is too 
late. The crisis is about to occur. We 
have an opportunity to do something, 
and we are doing nothing. We are doing 
nothing. This is so wrong. This is im-
moral, Mr. Speaker. This cannot be 
justified. There is no way to be able to 
explain this back home. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

What the American people know, 
what I hope they know, is that this is 
a lot of political theater going on 
today, and I am sorry about it. I really 
am. 

Premiums are high because of 
ObamaCare. The un-affordable care act 
did nothing to lower healthcare costs 
and instead raised costs. Subsidizing 
the failed policies of the Democratic 
Party is not a solution. It is a Band- 
Aid at best, and it perpetuates the 
problem. 

Republicans are focused on fixing 
healthcare, on reducing costs, on rais-
ing reimbursement rates, and reform-
ing the system which Democrats broke 
in the first place. They are fighting for 
their constituents against a problem 
that they created. This is a crisis cre-
ated by the ObamaCare plan in the 
first place, and we can’t just keep 
throwing money at the problem. That 
can’t be the only answer. We need to 
have conversations about how to make 
these programs work for the American 

people, and it is House Republicans 
that are leading that charge. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The central issue right now is 
healthcare. Let me repeat: Healthcare, 
healthcare, healthcare. 

I love it. I don’t know how—I am sur-
prised they didn’t blame Bill Clinton. 
Now we are going back to Obama to 
blame him for the current crisis in 
healthcare. Give me a break. 

Look at the polling. The ACA is pret-
ty popular. What is not popular is the 
big, ugly bill that the Republicans 
passed just a few months ago. People 
are outraged over the fact that Repub-
licans are cutting Medicaid by a tril-
lion dollars and cutting moneys for 
NIH. The National Institutes of Health 
is where we fund research to find cures 
to diseases and to sicknesses. 

You want to save money? Let’s find a 
cure to Alzheimer’s. Let’s find a cure 
to Parkinson’s disease. Let’s find more 
cures to cancer. That is a way you can 
save money. 

I think what the Republicans are 
doing right now is they want to say 
that the Affordable Care Act is not 
working by defunding it, by disman-
tling it. 

My Republicans friends are doing 
nothing to address the central issue at 
hand right now, which is healthcare. 
People are going to lose their 
healthcare. People are going to see 
their premiums skyrocket. All the 
while, we are trying to help here. We 
are saying we will work with them and 
let’s address this so people don’t suffer. 

I mean, the whole point of what we 
are doing here should be about improv-
ing the lives for people we represent, 
improving the lives of people in this 
country. An all-out assault against 
their healthcare is coming down the 
road, and we can do something about 
it. We want to work with them to do 
something about it, and my Republican 
friends keep on saying: No, we are not 
interested. 

What are my Republican friends in-
terested in? If you look at the big, ugly 
bill, it is tax cuts for the multimillion-
aires, tax cuts for multibillionaires, 
and all these giveaways to the fossil 
fuel industry. It is like the Republican 
prescription for healthcare is take two 
tax cuts and call me in the morning. 

The bottom line is a crisis is about to 
happen in this country. We are right at 
the cliff, and we can do something 
about it. We can help our constituents. 
We are urging them, and we are beg-
ging them to work with us so we can 
address these concerns in healthcare, 
and we are being told no way, no con-
sultation, no cooperation, no collabora-
tion, no negotiation, no nothing. 

Remember, it was Democrats who 
capped the price of insulin for Medi-
care. It is Republicans who cut Med-
icaid by a trillion dollars. That is the 
difference here. 

Again, we ought to be addressing this 
crisis now before our constituents are 

hurt in a way that, quite frankly, they 
are not prepared for. 

They don’t even know this is coming. 
We all know it is coming. There is no 
excuse to not know what is about to 
happen. Every major organization— 
CBO, everybody, the insurance indus-
try—has already told us what is about 
to happen. My Republican friends are 
like: No, business as usual. Let’s just 
kick the can down the road. We will 
fund the government for 7 weeks and 
no promise of anything. 

This is not the way this Congress 
should be run. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further speakers, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time for clos-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, here is the bottom line. 
Congress must act now to prevent one 
of the most staggering healthcare pre-
mium hikes in history—not in Novem-
ber, not in December, but now. 

Let’s be honest. Donald Trump and 
his billionaires he has surrounded him-
self with won’t feel an ounce of this 
pain. They have got the best doctors on 
speed dial, concierge care, and private 
chefs. They don’t worry about grocery 
bills. They don’t sit at the kitchen 
table with a stack of medical bills and 
wonder which one of them they can af-
ford to pay this month. 

Regular people, working families, 
and seniors on fixed incomes do. That 
is who Democrats are fighting for: reg-
ular people who buy their own food, 
who worry about the rent, and who 
pray that the car doesn’t break down 
because they can’t handle another bill. 
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If Members want to stand with the 
billionaires, by all means, vote for the 
CR. Let a million people get kicked off 
of healthcare. It won’t impact Members 
of Congress. We all have great 
healthcare. Republicans don’t have to 
worry about that. 

Guess what. Democrats are not going 
to stand by and watch while Repub-
licans make healthcare more expensive 
and less accessible for millions of our 
friends and neighbors. Stop the cuts 
and fund the government, or own the 
shutdown that is coming. Protect peo-
ple’s healthcare, or own the con-
sequences when millions lose their cov-
erage. 

That is what the choice is for this 
Republican-controlled government. 
Right now, Mr. Speaker, it sure as hell 
looks like Republicans are choosing to 
shut it down instead of working to 
keep people insured. 

Again, we live in the richest country 
in the world. Healthcare ought to be 
viewed as a fundamental right for peo-
ple in this country. People shouldn’t 
have to worry about going bankrupt if 
they get sick. 

Mr. Speaker, this is one of the top 
issues on the minds of people all 
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throughout this country right now. 
The price of groceries and the price of 
healthcare are what they are worried 
about. People are deeply concerned 
that they are not going to be able to 
afford both, and they are in for a rude 
awakening when they start to see their 
premiums go up this November. 

Here is the kicker: This Congress can 
do something about it. All we need is 
for our Republican friends to work 
with us. Let us make the necessary ad-
justments, and let us protect millions 
of people from losing their healthcare. 
Let us protect countless people from 
seeing their premiums go sky-high. 

We can do this. This is solvable. We 
can do it, but for whatever reason, Re-
publicans are not interested. That is 
what is particularly sad at this par-
ticular point, Mr. Speaker. 

Prohibiting health insurance compa-
nies from denying coverage because of 
a person’s medical history, that is 
what Democrats did. We have prohib-
ited health insurance companies from 
denying coverage because of a person’s 
medical history. 

We prohibited health insurance com-
panies from charging sick people more. 

We prohibited private health insur-
ance companies from denying coverage 
because of preexisting medical condi-
tions. 

We prohibited health insurance com-
panies from denying coverage to preg-
nant women. 

We prohibited private health insur-
ance companies from charging sick 
people higher premiums than healthy 
people. 

We required health insurance compa-
nies to cover the cost of most preventa-
tive services. 

We prohibited health insurance com-
panies from setting a lifetime limit. 

We gave States the option of expand-
ing their Medicaid programs. 

We provided financial help to low- 
and moderate-income Americans to 
help them purchase coverage. 

We prohibited private health insur-
ance companies from setting an annual 
limit. 

We also allowed young adults to stay 
on their parents’ insurance plans until 
they were 26. 

When we think of helping people with 
healthcare, that is the kind of stuff 
that we think of. I mentioned before 
the capping of the cost of insulin in 
Medicare. We ought to be making it 
easier for people to get good, quality 
healthcare. We ought to make sure 
that it is more affordable and more ac-
cessible, and we are going in the oppo-
site direction under this Republican 
leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, again, I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this rule for a 
whole bunch of reasons, but mostly be-
cause healthcare is important to people 
in this country, and they are about to 
get screwed. We have an opportunity to 
do something, and I regret that under 
this rule, nothing will be done. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s defeat this rule. 
Let’s go back to the drawing board. 

Let’s sit down in a bipartisan way. 
Let’s figure out ways to avert this cri-
sis. Let’s do what is right for the Amer-
ican people, not what is right for the 
big contributors in this country and for 
the well-off and the well-connected. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time for the 
purpose of closing. 

Mr. Speaker, this rule is pretty 
straightforward. With respect to the 
continuing resolution, it is simple. It is 
a clean, short-term continuing resolu-
tion to prevent disruptions to national 
security and programs that our con-
stituents depend on. It is a bill that ex-
tends government funding until No-
vember 21. 

My colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle are trying to argue and insist 
that a healthcare discussion is inserted 
into this, but that is not a debate for a 
September funding matter. They are 
really trying to insert unrelated mat-
ters into the middle of a clean govern-
ment extension. 

I don’t think that is going to work 
because if the government shuts down 
because they are making this last 
stand, which is something that we will 
be addressing in the future, it will sole-
ly be blamed on Democrats if the gov-
ernment shuts down because we are not 
playing politics with this at all. We are 
just trying to keep the lights on. 

What they are trying to do is insert 
a last-ditch effort to regain their foot-
ing because their party is reeling right 
now. 

Mr. Speaker, this clean extension of 
government funding will ensure that 
the government remains open and 
working for the Nation. It shouldn’t be 
partisan. If Democrats force a shut-
down, it could cost the American tax-
payer billions due to back-paid fur-
loughed workers, increased costs from 
delayed starts, and constrained eco-
nomic growth. 

No matter how hard the Democrats 
try to characterize this CR as a par-
tisan maneuver, always claiming that 
we are hurting every special interest 
group, it doesn’t make it true. 

Remember, virtually every single 
House Democrat for the last 4 years 
under the Biden administration voted 
‘‘yes’’ on every continuing resolution. 
In fact, over the last several years, 
many Democrats, including Demo-
cratic leaders, have made comments 
about the harm a government shut-
down would cause. 

The minority leader says it is about 
the harm. Families will be hurt. Farm-
ers will be hurt if the government 
shuts down. Others have said: Let’s 
take a moment to see what is truly at 
the center of this story. It is about the 
servicemembers who will work without 
a paycheck. 

Some House Democrats accused 
House Republicans of leading the coun-
try toward a reckless government shut-
down that will take food off the table 
for mothers and children and force 
servicemembers to work without pay. 

Make no mistake, if Democrats vote 
against this simple government fund-
ing bill that will extend funding to No-
vember 21, they are the very people 
who are hurting those whom they have 
claimed that Republicans have perpet-
ually tried to hurt, unfairly and 
untruly. 

Mr. Speaker, again, this rule is 
straightforward. 

First and foremost, we are here to 
honor the life of a husband, father, and 
friend. Charlie Kirk was a proud Amer-
ican and a happy warrior for his faith 
and this country that he loved. Charlie 
was the kind of person who inspired 
millions to engage in our democracy. It 
is right that we take the time as a 
body to honor him and condemn polit-
ical violence in all forms. 

Finally and secondly, we must keep 
the government open and allow the ap-
propriations process to continue. While 
CRs, continuing resolutions, are never 
ideal and, by definition, are not all-en-
compassing, if we are truly to address 
the many issues before this body as a 
country, we cannot do that under a 
government shutdown. We must let the 
appropriations process continue. 

I look forward to moving these bills 
out of the House this week, and I ask 
my colleagues to join me in voting 
‘‘yes’’ on the previous question and 
‘‘yes’’ on the rule. 

Mr. MANNION. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
unequivocally condemn the act of political vio-
lence that ended the life of Charlie Kirk. Vio-
lence has no place in our democracy, and no 
American, regardless of political beliefs, 
should ever be the target of an assassination. 

I send my sincere condolences to his wife 
Erica, his children, and all who mourn his loss. 

But condemning violence is not the same as 
endorsing a legacy. In fact, it is a sign of the 
strength of our republic that we can both 
mourn Mr. Kirk’s death and openly acknowl-
edge that he was a polarizing figure in Amer-
ican politics. Many Americans justifiably find 
his words and actions divisive and offensive. 

It is entirely legitimate to say that Mr. Kirk’s 
legacy is controversial. To present his life and 
work in only heroic terms fails to acknowledge 
his promotion of misinformation and the harm-
ful impact his words have had on marginalized 
communities. Having these conversations 
openly, without fear of recrimination or harass-
ment is part of what it means to live in a free 
society. 

As we condemn political violence in the 
strongest possible terms, let us also reaffirm 
our commitment to honest debate, to teaching 
the totality of our history, and to preserving a 
democracy where it is safe to disagree. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. MCGOVERN is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 722 OFFERED BY 
MR. MCGOVERN OF MASSACHUSETTS 

Strike section 3 and add the following: 
SEC. 3. House Resolution 707, agreed to 

September 16, 2025, is amended by striking 
sections 9, 10, and 11. 

Mrs. HOUCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time, and I 
move the previous question on the res-
olution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4393 September 17, 2025 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1730 

DELIVERING DIGITALLY TO OUR 
VETERANS ACT OF 2025 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill 
(H.R. 3481) to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to provide for elec-
tronic communication relating to edu-
cational assistance benefits under the 
laws administered by the Secretary, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. BOST) 
that the House suspend the rules and 
pass the bill, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 722; 

Adoption of House Resolution 722, if 
ordered; 

Passage of H.R. 5125; and 
Passage of H.R. 5143. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant 
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 5371, CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS AND EXTENSIONS 
ACT, 2026; H. RES. 719, HONORING 
THE LIFE AND LEGACY OF 
CHARLES ‘‘CHARLIE’’ JAMES 
KIRK; AND FOR OTHER PUR-
POSES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering 
the previous question on the resolution 
(H. Res. 722) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 5371) making 
continuing appropriations and exten-
sions for fiscal year 2026, and for other 
purposes; providing for consideration of 

the bill (H. Res. 719) honoring the life 
and legacy of Charles ‘‘Charlie’’ James 
Kirk; and for other purposes, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 213, nays 
207, not voting 12, as follows: 

[Roll No. 272] 

YEAS—213 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 
Bean (FL) 
Begich 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Bilirakis 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 

Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 
Gimenez 
Goldman (TX) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Graves 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (MD) 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Hurd (CO) 
Issa 
Jack 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 

Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (NC) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Patronis 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rulli 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Strong 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—207 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 

Beatty 
Bell 
Bera 
Bishop 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 

Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Casar 

Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Correa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Fields 
Figures 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gillen 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, V. 
Goodlander 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 

Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Mannion 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McDonald Rivet 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morrison 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pelosi 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 

Pingree 
Pocan 
Pou 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Randall 
Raskin 
Riley (NY) 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simon 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Tran 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Vindman 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Whitesides 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—12 

Beyer 
Costa 
Evans (PA) 
Gray 

Grothman 
LaMalfa 
Lucas 
Morelle 

Rutherford 
Smucker 
Stutzman 
Titus 

b 1757 

Messrs. TORRES of New York and 
CARBAJAL changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I was at an 

event out of the building. Had I been present, 
I would have voted yea on Roll Call No. 272. 

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on Roll Call 
No. 272. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
LOUDERMILK). The question is on the 
resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 
Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I de-

mand a recorded vote. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4394 September 17, 2025 
A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 216, noes 210, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 5, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 273] 

AYES—216 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 
Bean (FL) 
Begich 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Bilirakis 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 

Gimenez 
Goldman (TX) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Graves 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (MD) 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Hurd (CO) 
Issa 
Jack 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 

Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (NC) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Patronis 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rulli 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Strong 
Stutzman 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOES—210 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bell 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop 
Bonamici 

Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 

Cherfilus- 
McCormick 

Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Correa 
Courtney 
Craig 

Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans (PA) 
Fields 
Figures 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gillen 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, V. 
Goodlander 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 

Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Mannion 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McDonald Rivet 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Morrison 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pelosi 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Pou 
Pressley 
Quigley 

Ramirez 
Randall 
Raskin 
Riley (NY) 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simon 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Tran 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Vindman 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Whitesides 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Massie 

NOT VOTING—5 

Costa 
Crenshaw 

Gray 
Rutherford 

Titus 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1804 

Mr. DONALDS changed his vote from 
‘‘present’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA JUDICIAL 
NOMINATIONS REFORM ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on passage of 
the bill (H.R. 5125) to amend the Dis-
trict of Columbia Home Rule Act to 
terminate the District of Columbia Ju-
dicial Nomination Commission, and for 
other purposes, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 218, nays 
211, not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 274] 

YEAS—218 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 
Bean (FL) 
Begich 
Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Bilirakis 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 

Gimenez 
Goldman (TX) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Graves 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (MD) 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Hurd (CO) 
Issa 
Jack 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 

Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (NC) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Patronis 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rulli 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Strong 
Stutzman 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—211 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bell 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop 
Bonamici 

Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 

Cherfilus- 
McCormick 

Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H4395 September 17, 2025 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans (PA) 
Fields 
Figures 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gillen 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, V. 
Goodlander 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 

Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Mannion 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McDonald Rivet 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Morrison 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pelosi 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Pou 
Pressley 

Quigley 
Ramirez 
Randall 
Raskin 
Riley (NY) 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simon 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Tran 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Vindman 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Whitesides 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—3 

Gray Rutherford Titus 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing. 

b 1810 
So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA POLICING 
PROTECTION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is on the passage of the 
bill (H.R. 5143) to establish standards 
for law enforcement officers in the Dis-
trict of Columbia to engage in vehic-
ular pursuits of suspects, and for other 
purposes, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 245, nays 
182, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 275] 

YEAS—245 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 
Bean (FL) 
Begich 
Bentz 
Bera 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Bilirakis 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 
Budzinski 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Calvert 
Cammack 
Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Davidson 
Davis (NC) 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flood 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 
Gillen 
Gimenez 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (TX) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gooden 

Goodlander 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Graves 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Harder (CA) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (MD) 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Hinson 
Horsford 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Hurd (CO) 
Issa 
Jack 
Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Lee (NV) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Mannion 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McClintock 
McCormick 
McDonald Rivet 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Mills 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 

Moore (NC) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Moskowitz 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Patronis 
Perez 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Pou 
Reschenthaler 
Riley (NY) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rulli 
Ryan 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Sherrill 
Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Sorensen 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Strong 
Stutzman 
Suozzi 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Tran 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Vasquez 
Vindman 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Whitesides 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NAYS—182 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bell 
Beyer 
Bishop 
Bonamici 

Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 

Cherfilus- 
McCormick 

Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Correa 
Costa 

Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans (PA) 
Fields 
Figures 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, V. 
Green, Al (TX) 
Hayes 
Himes 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 

Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McCollum 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Morrison 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Pelosi 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pingree 
Pocan 

Pressley 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Randall 
Raskin 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Simon 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Arrington 
Gray 

Nunn (IA) 
Rutherford 

Titus 

b 1816 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

RAISING A QUESTION OF THE 
PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE 

Ms. MACE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of the privileges of the House 
and offer the resolution that was pre-
viously noticed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 713 

Whereas Charlie Kirk was a lifelong advo-
cate for freedom of speech, civil political dis-
course, and the political engagement of 
youth; 

Whereas Charlie Kirk was a man of deep 
faith, a husband, and a father to two young 
children; 

Whereas, on September 10, 2025, Charlie 
Kirk was assassinated on the campus of Utah 
Valley University while exercising his First 
Amendment right to freedom of speech; 

Whereas, on September 11, 2025, one day 
after the assassination of Charlie Kirk, Rep-
resentative Ilhan Omar gave an interview on 
a Zeteo Town Hall with Mehdi Hasan in 
which she smeared Charlie Kirk and implied 
he was to blame for his own murder; 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4396 September 17, 2025 
Whereas, on September 12, 2025, two days 

after the assassination of Charlie Kirk, Rep-
resentative Ilhan Omar reposted a video on X 
(formerly known as Twitter), which dispar-
aged the character of Charlie Kirk and those 
mourning his death; 

Whereas the video Representative Ilhan 
Omar reposted on X states ‘‘Charlie Kirk is 
dead, and before the body got cold, the far 
Right propped his corpse up as a cudgel for 
their holy war’’; 

Whereas the video Representative Ilhan 
Omar reposted on X further states ‘‘Don’t be 
fooled, these people don’t give a single shit 
about Charlie Kirk, they are just using his 
death to further their Christofascist agen-
da’’; 

Whereas the video Representative Ilhan 
Omar reposted on X further states Charlie 
Kirk ‘‘was a reprehensible human being. He 
enacted his political agenda by preying on 
weak minded people. He took complex socio-
economic issues and simplified them by 
pointing fingers at out-groups, demonizing 
those groups, and siccing his massive fol-
lowing on them’’; 

Whereas the video Representative Ilhan 
Omar reposted on X further states Charlie 
Kirk was a ‘‘stochastic terrorist, an adamant 
transphobe, he denied the genocide hap-
pening in Palestine, he believed in the sub-
jugation of women, and in his last dying 
words he was spewing racist dog whistles’’; 

Whereas the video Representative Ilhan 
Omar reposted on X further states ‘‘Charlie 
Kirk was Dr. Frankenstein and his monster 
shot him through the neck’’; 

Whereas the video Representative Ilhan 
Omar reposted on X further blames Charlie 
Kirk for his own murder; 

Whereas clause 1 of rule XXIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives provides, ‘‘A 
Member, Delegate, Resident Commissioner, 
officer, or employee of the House shall be-
have at all times in a manner that shall re-
flect creditably on the House’’; and 

Whereas Representative Ilhan Omar’s ac-
tions in the wake of the assassination of 
Charlie Kirk are reprehensible and affect the 
dignity and integrity of the proceedings of 
the House and do not reflect credibility on 
the House: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That— 
(1) Representative Ilhan Omar of Min-

nesota be censured; 
(2) Representative Ilhan Omar forthwith 

present herself in the well of the House of 
Representatives for the pronouncement of 
censure; 

(3) Representative Ilhan Omar be censured 
with the public reading of this resolution by 
the Speaker; and 

(4) Representative Ilhan Omar be, and is 
hereby, removed from the Committee on 
Education and Workforce and the Committee 
on the Budget of the House. 

b 1820 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-

olution qualifies. 
MOTION TO TABLE 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. I have 
a motion at the desk, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Ms. Clark of Massachusetts moves to lay 

the resolution on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion to table. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 214, nays 
213, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 276] 

YEAS—214 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Amo 
Ansari 
Auchincloss 
Balint 
Barragán 
Beatty 
Bell 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop 
Bonamici 
Boyle (PA) 
Brown 
Brownley 
Budzinski 
Bynum 
Carbajal 
Carson 
Carter (LA) 
Casar 
Case 
Casten 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cherfilus- 

McCormick 
Chu 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Conaway 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Craig 
Crockett 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (NC) 
Dean (PA) 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deluzio 
DeSaulnier 
Dexter 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Elfreth 
Escobar 
Espaillat 
Evans (PA) 
Fields 
Figures 
Fletcher 
Flood 
Foster 
Foushee 
Frankel, Lois 
Friedman 
Frost 
Garamendi 
Garcia (CA) 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 

Gillen 
Golden (ME) 
Goldman (NY) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez, V. 
Goodlander 
Green, Al (TX) 
Harder (CA) 
Hayes 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hoyle (OR) 
Huffman 
Hurd (CO) 
Ivey 
Jackson (IL) 
Jacobs 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kamlager-Dove 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy (NY) 
Khanna 
Krishnamoorthi 
Landsman 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latimer 
Lee (NV) 
Lee (PA) 
Leger Fernandez 
Levin 
Liccardo 
Lieu 
Lofgren 
Lynch 
Magaziner 
Mannion 
Matsui 
McBath 
McBride 
McClain Delaney 
McClellan 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDonald Rivet 
McGarvey 
McGovern 
McIver 
Meeks 
Menendez 
Meng 
Mfume 
Mills 
Min 
Moore (WI) 
Morelle 
Morrison 
Moskowitz 
Moulton 
Mrvan 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 

Ocasio-Cortez 
Olszewski 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pelosi 
Perez 
Peters 
Pettersen 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Pou 
Pressley 
Quigley 
Ramirez 
Randall 
Raskin 
Riley (NY) 
Rivas 
Ross 
Ruiz 
Ryan 
Salinas 
Sánchez 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schneider 
Scholten 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sewell 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simon 
Smith (WA) 
Sorensen 
Soto 
Stansbury 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Strickland 
Subramanyam 
Suozzi 
Swalwell 
Sykes 
Takano 
Thanedar 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tlaib 
Tokuda 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres (NY) 
Trahan 
Tran 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Vasquez 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Vindman 
Walkinshaw 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Whitesides 
Williams (GA) 
Wilson (FL) 

NAYS—213 

Aderholt 
Alford 
Allen 
Amodei (NV) 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Barrett 
Baumgartner 
Bean (FL) 
Begich 

Bentz 
Bergman 
Bice 
Biggs (AZ) 
Biggs (SC) 
Bilirakis 
Boebert 
Bost 
Brecheen 
Bresnahan 
Buchanan 
Burchett 
Burlison 
Cammack 

Carey 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Ciscomani 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyde 
Cole 
Collins 
Comer 
Crane 
Crank 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 

Davidson 
De La Cruz 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donalds 
Downing 
Dunn (FL) 
Edwards 
Ellzey 
Emmer 
Estes 
Evans (CO) 
Ezell 
Fallon 
Fedorchak 
Feenstra 
Fine 
Finstad 
Fischbach 
Fitzgerald 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fong 
Foxx 
Franklin, Scott 
Fry 
Fulcher 
Garbarino 
Gill (TX) 
Gimenez 
Goldman (TX) 
Gonzales, Tony 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Graves 
Greene (GA) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hageman 
Hamadeh (AZ) 
Haridopolos 
Harrigan 
Harris (MD) 
Harris (NC) 
Harshbarger 
Hern (OK) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Hinson 
Houchin 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunt 
Issa 
Jack 

Jackson (TX) 
James 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kean 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy (UT) 
Kiggans (VA) 
Kiley (CA) 
Kim 
Knott 
Kustoff 
LaHood 
LaLota 
LaMalfa 
Langworthy 
Latta 
Lawler 
Lee (FL) 
Letlow 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luna 
Luttrell 
Mace 
Mackenzie 
Malliotakis 
Maloy 
Mann 
Massie 
Mast 
McCaul 
McClain 
McCormick 
McDowell 
McGuire 
Messmer 
Meuser 
Miller (IL) 
Miller (OH) 
Miller (WV) 
Miller-Meeks 
Moolenaar 
Moore (AL) 
Moore (NC) 
Moore (UT) 
Moore (WV) 
Moran 
Murphy 
Nehls 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunn (IA) 

Obernolte 
Ogles 
Onder 
Owens 
Palmer 
Patronis 
Perry 
Pfluger 
Reschenthaler 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rulli 
Salazar 
Scalise 
Schmidt 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Self 
Sessions 
Shreve 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spartz 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Strong 
Stutzman 
Taylor 
Tenney 
Thompson (PA) 
Tiffany 
Timmons 
Turner (OH) 
Valadao 
Van Drew 
Van Duyne 
Van Orden 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Wied 
Williams (TX) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yakym 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—5 

Calvert 
Gottheimer 

Gray 
Rutherford 

Titus 

b 1828 

So the motion to table was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I was absent from 
the floor and missed Roll Call votes numbered 
272 through 276. Had I been present, I would 
have voted NAY on Roll Call No. 272, order-
ing the previous question; NO on Roll Call No. 
273, agreeing to H. Res. 722; NAY on Roll 
Call No. 274, final passage of H.R. 5125; NAY 
on Roll Call No. 275, final passage of H.R. 
5143; and YEA on Roll Call No. 276, the mo-
tion to table H. Res. 713. 

f 

RECOGNIZING CONSTITUTION DAY 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
Constitution Day. 

Today, in 1787, our brave Founding 
Fathers gathered in Pennsylvania to 
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sign the United States Constitution, 
one of the most significant documents 
in history. 

For 238 years, this document has laid 
the groundwork for our Nation’s prin-
ciples and has served as a beacon of 
freedom worldwide. 

Our Constitution guarantees our 
freedoms, from the right to free speech 
to the right to practice our faith. The 
Constitution is a promise that we the 
people are at the forefront of our gov-
ernment. 

Today, the Constitution remains as 
relevant as ever. As we face new chal-
lenges, we must remember that our 
Constitution has provided us the 
framework to debate, disagree, and, 
most importantly, unite. 

I am proud to join my colleagues in 
supporting a resolution recognizing 
today, September 17, as Constitution 
Day, highlighting our Nation’s begin-
nings as we approach our 250th anni-
versary. 

Mr. Speaker, let us celebrate the 
principles that make our Nation great 
on this Constitution Day. 

f 

FIRST AMENDMENT IS KEYSTONE 
OF OUR LIBERTIES 

(Mr. NADLER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, a few 
minutes ago, four Republicans saved 
this House from disgrace. We almost 
passed a resolution to remove a Mem-
ber from committees for the sin of ex-
ercising free speech. 

Charlie Kirk was a prominent figure, 
beloved by many, disliked heartily by 
others. 

If the First Amendment means any-
thing, it means the ability to say any-
thing we want, short of actionable 
libel, with respect to any subject. It 
even means, according to the Supreme 
Court in the Brandenburg decision in 
1969, the ability to advocate violence 
except in a manner calculated to in-
duce immediate violence. 

We forget the First Amendment at 
our peril. It is the keystone of our lib-
erties, and we almost disgraced our-
selves by traducing it a few minutes 
ago. I am glad we did not. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY 
OF MIKE VAINI 

(Mr. BURLISON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BURLISON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of a dear family 
friend, Mike Vaini. 

Mike was like an uncle to me. He was 
my father’s best friend. He was the best 
man at my parents’ wedding. 

For nearly eight decades, Mike was 
the go-to man for our church, the 
Springfield First Church of the Naza-
rene. 

In addition to his distinguished 35 
years at Kraft Foods, he dedicated him-
self to his faith, family, and church. 

Mike did everything. He served as a 
Sunday school teacher and a church 
board member. He even served as the 
bus driver and, yes, the lawn mower for 
our church. Mike was simply Mr. Reli-
able. 

When the church needed someone to 
entertain, he would dress up as Mickey 
Mouse or Tiny Tim. While his voice 
probably didn’t win any choir competi-
tions, that never stopped him from 
singing just to light up the room. 

Mike loved music. From southern 
gospel concerts to the great hits of the 
1950s and 1960s, he knew all the bands 
and all the songs. 

Mike was a huge sports fanatic. He 
was a huge fan of the St. Louis Car-
dinals and the Springfield Cardinals, 
and he loved playing golf and pinball 
and watching the Olympics. 

I will never forget moments, like 
going to basketball games with Mike. 
He would always bring licorice for my 
brother and me. 

Mike and his wife, Linda, were 
known for hosting parties and bringing 
people together. He lived 78 amazing 
years with faith, humor, and gen-
erosity. He poured himself into others, 
especially his family, including Linda. 

So many of us thank God for his life. 
May he rest in peace. 

f 

b 1840 

REMEMBERING PORTER MCNEIL 

(Mr. SORENSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SORENSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a friend and a public 
servant in the Quad Cities, Porter 
McNeil. 

Porter served as a leader in Rock Is-
land County for decades, most recently 
on our county board, but also as a lead-
er and lover of democratic values. 

Porter was an incredible communi-
cator, family man, and friend to all of 
us. He was in a class all his own. He 
was a steadfast Democrat, but just this 
week, a GOP member back home called 
him ‘‘a good man, with class.’’ 

Porter loved the Quad Cities and be-
lieved in making our home a better 
place. 

In his passing, I am thinking of his 
wife, Mary, the McNeil family, and his 
friends. To have so many people re-
member you so fondly is a testimony of 
being a great man. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Porter McNeil 
for being there for us. We will miss 
him. 

f 

RECOGNIZING TRINITY LOVE 
HOBLIT FOUNDATION 

(Mr. BEAN of Florida asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BEAN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
did you know that 1 in 50 Americans is 
living with an unruptured brain aneu-

rysm? It is a silent killer hiding in 
plain sight. Most won’t know it is 
there until it is too late. 

Today, I rise in recognition of Brain 
Aneurysm Awareness Month and to 
highlight the lifesaving work of the 
Trinity Love Hoblit Foundation, based 
in Fernandina Beach, Florida. 

Founded by Olivia and Phil Hoblit in 
honor of their daughter, pictured here, 
a vibrant 14-year-old who tragically 
passed away from a ruptured aneu-
rysm, the foundation is turning grief 
into action. Their mission is research, 
training, and treatment for brain aneu-
rysms and strokes, and raising aware-
ness about warning signs. 

One of their most important initia-
tives is the Florida Familial Brain An-
eurysm Research Project, a program 
dedicated to understanding the genetic 
links and safeguarding future genera-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, this month, let us all 
honor Trinity’s legacy by raising 
awareness and championing early de-
tection because lives truly depend on 
it. 

f 

BILLIONAIRES DON’T PAY THEIR 
FAIR SHARE OF TAXES 

(Mr. COHEN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today Rep-
resentative BEYER, Senator WHITE-
HOUSE, Senator WYDEN, and I intro-
duced a billionaires tax bill. 

Billionaires don’t pay their fair share 
of taxes, and with the Trump tax pro-
gram starting in 2017, they have in-
creased their wealth tremendously. 

Not paying taxes on real estate and 
stocks and all that they don’t trade or 
sell, just accumulating that wealth 
over and over again while hardworking 
people, firemen, nurses, you name it, 
pay on their wages is wrong. 

We need to have a tax system that 
collects from people who can afford it, 
as well. Pope Leo said in an interview 
recently: ‘‘CEOs that 60 years ago 
might have been making four to six 
times more than what the workers are 
receiving,’’ now, it is ‘‘600 times more 
than what average workers are receiv-
ing.’’ 

To the news that Elon Musk is going 
to be the first trillionaire in the world, 
Pope Leo said: ‘‘What does that mean, 
and what is that about? If that is the 
only thing that has value anymore, 
then we are in big trouble.’’ 

We are in big trouble because that 
seems to be what is valued all the way 
to the White House, where they are 
using cryptocurrency to make money 
out of their position, and it is wrong. 

f 

HONORING HIS ALL-HOLINESS EC-
UMENICAL PATRIARCH BAR-
THOLOMEW 
(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise today to welcome to America 
His All-Holiness Ecumenical Patriarch 
Bartholomew. He is the spiritual head 
of the second-largest Christian church 
in the world and leads over a million 
Greek Orthodox in the U.S. He is here 
this month to meet with government 
leaders and to receive the distinguished 
Templeton Prize. 

Throughout His All-Holiness’ decades 
as Ecumenical Patriarch, he has 
sought to bring together people of all 
faiths to combat religious intolerance 
and enhance understanding. He con-
vened an interfaith international con-
ference on Peace and Religious Toler-
ance in Istanbul. The conference 
brought together Christians, Jews, and 
Muslims to find ways to encourage un-
derstanding and peaceful coexistence 
among followers of the three faiths. 

The Patriarch has been honored also 
by the United Nations, the European 
Union, and dozens of governments, uni-
versities, and institutions. In 1997, he 
was honored with the Congressional 
Gold Medal. 

Mr. Speaker, I welcome His All-Holi-
ness to the United States. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF THE HONORABLE 
JIM EDGAR 

(Ms. BUDZINSKI asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. BUDZINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the incredible life of 
former Illinois Governor Jim Edgar. 

Governor Edgar was a mentor and a 
true public servant, but most of all, he 
was a dear friend. 

As a graduate of the University of Il-
linois’ Edgar Fellows Program, I had 
the privilege of seeing firsthand how 
Governor Edgar brought people to-
gether. He had a rare gift for bridging 
divides, encouraging voices from all 
perspectives, and helping us discover 
common ground on even the most dif-
ficult issues. 

Governor Edgar led Illinois with in-
tegrity, compassion, and an unwaver-
ing commitment to the people of our 
State. 

Governor Edgar was a voice of rea-
son, a champion of civility, and an un-
wavering advocate for collaboration. 

In today’s era of division and polit-
ical turmoil, his example of steady 
leadership and his voice of wisdom will 
be profoundly missed. His passing is a 
loss felt across the political spectrum 
and throughout Illinois. 

Mr. Speaker, my thoughts are with 
his wonderful family, especially Bren-
da, Brad, and Elizabeth, along with our 
entire State, as we mourn his passing 
and celebrate his extraordinary life. 

f 

CELEBRATING CONSTITUTION DAY 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, today, 
we celebrate Constitution Day. 

Constitution Day is observed on Sep-
tember 17 each year. It was originally 
passed as a law in 2004 for citizens to 
remember the founding document, our 
Constitution, and the hard work they 
did in Independence Hall back in 1787 
to give us the pieces that are really im-
portant to our American citizenship. 

This law requires educational insti-
tutions and Federal agencies to com-
memorate and teach about it in 
schools. It is very important that 
schools emphasize the Constitution, 
how we got here, and how it is the core 
of our existence as a free nation. 

We have to know about the Constitu-
tion as it protects our rights, but it can 
only do so if we protect the Constitu-
tion. 

I commemorate each day a person 
whose rights weren’t protected. Iryna 
Zarutska was a refugee from Ukraine 
killed needlessly on a train in North 
Carolina by a guy who had been re-
leased 14 times for other crimes. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish we could have 
protected her more. We have a lot to 
do. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JENNIFER DENSON 

(Ms. HOYLE of Oregon asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to recognize a member of our com-
munity doing incredible work to com-
bat hunger in Eugene: Jennifer Denton. 

Since 2015, she has led as executive 
director of Burrito Brigade, a volun-
teer-driven nonprofit that has hand-de-
livered hundreds of thousands of warm, 
nutritious meals to hungry people 
across Eugene and Springfield. She also 
created Free Little Pantries, giving 
neighbors a way to share food directly 
with those in need. 

During COVID, she launched Waste 
to Taste, a free, no-questions-asked 
grocery store that now serves more 
than a thousand families each month. 

Time and time again, Ms. Denson has 
stepped up to serve our most vulner-
able neighbors. Her grassroots work 
has touched thousands of Oregonians 
and should serve as an inspiration to 
all of us. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Jennifer for her 
contributions and am grateful to have 
her in our community. 

f 

b 1850 

SUPPORTING FARMERS 

(Mr. MRVAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, when the 
cost of farming rises, it is not just a 
challenge for our farmers, but it is a 
challenge to our Nation’s security be-
cause agriculture is the foundation of 
America’s strength and stability. 

During the district work period, I 
visited the Herr Farm, a fifth-genera-

tion farm, and visited with the north-
west Indiana farmers and members of 
the Indiana Soybean Alliance and Indi-
ana Corn Growers Association. 

At that time, they shared with me 
during harvest time their grave con-
cern for skyrocketing input costs, such 
as insecticides, fertilizers, and nitrates. 
These rising costs of goods and services 
driven by tariffs and the simultaneous 
loss of export markets caused by those 
same tariffs are threatening our eco-
nomic livelihood. 

On top of this, challenges with access 
to workers through the H–2A program 
leave them uncertain if they can sus-
tain their operations at all. These men 
and women feed our Nation and power 
our economy. Yet today many do not 
know if they will be able to sustain 
their business for tomorrow. 

As we take up fiscal year 2026 appro-
priations and agriculture legislation, I 
am committed to working with my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to en-
sure all of our farmers get the support 
they need to continue their essential 
work. 

f 

DEVASTATING HARM CAUSED BY 
TRUMP ADMINISTRATION 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Ms. KAPTUR of 
Ohio was recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the minority leader.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, today 
what a privilege it is to join with a 
dear dozen Members from across the 
Congressional Labor Caucus and Con-
gressional Steel Caucus to address the 
devastating harm the Trump adminis-
tration and DOGE have exacted on peo-
ple, our communities, the cost of liv-
ing, and job losses across our Nation. 

Job loss and the withholding of fund-
ing by the Trump administration of 
awarded contracts, Federal contracts, 
withdrawing those from investment 
across our country, has caused real 
ruptures in district after district after 
district. We are going to summarize 
just some of those tonight. 

Today, the Federal Reserve lowered 
interest rates by a quarter percent. 
Why did they do that? It was to soften 
the ongoing damage of an unsteady 
economy. 

From our region of northwest Ohio 
all the way to Illinois, New Jersey, 
New York, Louisiana, New Mexico, 
Maryland, Michigan, Hawaii—the list 
is long—please listen to the stories of 
real U.S. companies, workers, and com-
munities that are being devastated by 
job losses and broken promises. Mean-
while, inflation and prices are steadily 
on the rise due to the GOP’s reckless 
tariffs. 

First, we must ask why the Trump 
administration is stopping the invest-
ment of billions upon billions of dollars 
in projects that were awarded to make 
America great again. The answer is the 
Trump trade war. Well, but then on top 
of that, this tariff regime is raising 
prices on everything for American 
households. The American people are 
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being squeezed hard every time they 
try to buy a home, buy a car, afford 
health insurance, go to the grocery 
store, or go shopping for clothes, toys, 
tools, and school supplies. It is a re-
ality that our Nation functions under 
the weight of unfair global supply 
chains. 

While we can all agree that it is 
great to manufacture as much as pos-
sible in America, that requires real in-
vestment in companies and in their 
workforce. It means building new fac-
tories and production capabilities that 
can compete in the 21st century. 

For example, in my district of north-
west Ohio alone, the Trump adminis-
tration just canceled $107 million in in-
vestment for three major projects 
aimed at modernizing U.S. manufac-
turing production and distribution. All 
of those projects were debated and 
passed last year in both Chambers of 
Congress under regular order. They 
were the result of compromise within 
the Budget and Appropriation Commit-
tees, as well as the authorizing com-
mittees, and then advanced to the floor 
for a vote in both the House and the 
Senate. That is called regular order. 

They were signed by the President 
and awarded—first of all, they were 
vetted inside these departments and 
awarded, then, based on merit back in 
March of 2024. In essence, they were 
legal, following standard procedure, 
and were regulated by Federal agencies 
with receivables awarded and contracts 
signed. 

The recent appointees to the Cabinet 
agencies, however, reneged on all of 
these promises. That is not just unfair, 
it is a breach of legal contract. These 
breaches of contract for strengthening 
U.S. manufacturing included $45.1 mil-
lion taken from Libbey Glass in To-
ledo, Ohio; $16 million taken from 
Kraft Heinz in Fremont, Ohio; and $57.3 
million taken from Owens-Illinois 
Glass, which is headquartered in 
Perrysburg, Ohio, and also operates a 
facility in Zanesville, Ohio. 

These cancellations, these upendings 
hurt Ohio manufacturing jobs. The 
Trump administration should recon-
sider where and who is being harmed. 
These projects based in our country 
were part of 24 projects approved by 
the Department of Energy for a total of 
$3.7 billion to modernize and make 
more efficient facilities across America 
to combat fierce foreign competitors 
like China, Mexico, Korea, and others. 
Make America Great Again means in-
vesting in America to improve and 
modernize here at home. 

I have other companies to mention 
who had the rug pulled out from under 
them, but I yield now to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. BUDZINSKI) 
from Illinois’ 13th District, who is vice 
chair of the Labor Caucus. I thank her 
for participating. 

Ms. BUDZINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Congresswoman KAPTUR for 
cohosting this Special Order hour 
alongside me today. 

I rise today for my district, for our 
economy, for our workers, and for our 

clean energy future. Last year, my dis-
trict in central and southern Illinois 
had investments through the Inflation 
Reduction Act that would have been 
transformational. 

Take the $32 million investment 
awarded to the Kraft Heinz facility in 
Champaign. This was the single largest 
award among the 10 sites approved 
under the Kraft Heinz $170 million 
grant from the Department of Energy. 
These funds would have reduced emis-
sions from this plant by 99 percent. Yet 
this administration chose to cancel 
this project, along with countless oth-
ers, simply because it did not fit their 
political agenda. 

This story isn’t unique. Today, you 
will hear from other Members whose 
districts received the same frustrating 
news. It is not just canceling funds to 
help companies modernize and 
decarbonize. It is canceling tax credits 
to help union workers find jobs and to 
help working people keep the lights on. 

The President’s so-called big, beau-
tiful bill isn’t beautiful. It is a big, 
ugly joke. The only thing this bill does 
is hand out tax breaks to billionaires 
while making it harder for working 
people to get by. 

As we know, the bill canceled tax 
credits designed to lower people’s en-
ergy bills, transform our Nation’s clean 
energy economy, and create thousands 
of good-paying union jobs. 

The administration called these in-
vestments wasteful spending. I am here 
to tell you that they are wrong. Good- 
paying union jobs are not a waste. 
Building the clean energy infrastruc-
ture of tomorrow right here in America 
is not a waste. Across the country, 
there were thousands of clean energy 
projects planned, underway, or just fin-
ished that would have benefited from 
the IRA incentives tied to good labor 
standards. 

To get the full tax credit, these 
projects needed to meet wage and ap-
prenticeship requirements. This was a 
huge chance to raise pay and improve 
job quality for clean energy workers 
nationwide. Estimates show that with-
out these tax credits, $522 billion in 
planned clean energy investments are 
now at risk. More than $263 billion of 
this is wind, solar, and energy storage 
facilities, while $110 billion of an-
nounced clean energy manufacturing is 
at risk. 

b 1900 

This will have direct implications for 
Illinois. For our State, eliminating 
these tax credits means losing 21,000 
potential jobs by 2030. 

These tax credits are more than just 
financial incentives. They are lifelines 
for working families and for working- 
class communities. Without these tax 
credits, families’ energy bills will go up 
around $110 next year and over $400 per 
year in the next 5 years. 

Yet, this administration has 
prioritized tax cuts for billionaires 
over support for everyday Americans, 
leaving families struggling to make 

ends meet in an increasingly difficult 
economy. 

This is not just unfair. It is wrong. If 
this administration truly cares about 
working people, now is the time to act. 
Now is the time to invest in families, 
create jobs, and invest in a clean en-
ergy future. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the Congresswoman and Labor Caucus 
members for participating this evening 
and for their tremendous leadership, 
and I thank them for being with us to-
night and telling this story. 

Mr. Speaker, when we had the joint 
session here not so many months ago, I 
said to the new Vice President, who 
ran from the State of Ohio as a Sen-
ator, then-Senator JD VANCE, now Vice 
President VANCE, please don’t forget 
Ohio. 

The biggest of the cancellations of 
these investments that was stolen back 
in Ohio by the Trump administration 
was another major Ohio company, steel 
producer Cleveland-Cliffs. 

Please let me remind folks that steel 
helps create America’s spine, certainly 
for manufacturing, and Cliffs traces its 
roots in our Great Lakes region back 
to 1847. Get ready for this: Their can-
celed project amounted to over $500 
million, half a billion dollars, in an in-
dustry where China manufactures four 
times as much as the world uses and 
then strategically dumps, including in 
countries like ours, and diverts produc-
tion in order to get in here through the 
back door. 

Shockingly, Vice President VANCE 
himself helped cancel this hydrogen- 
based modern steel project in his own 
hometown of Middletown, Ohio. 

Our Ohio community knows that 
China produces way too much steel and 
knows exactly how to wipe out ele-
ments of production. Thus, the Vice 
President’s actions make absolutely no 
sense. 

Mr. Speaker, also joining us this 
evening is Congressman BILL FOSTER, a 
real leader, including in the scientific 
community, and he represents, as co- 
chair, the Research and Development 
Caucus. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER). 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman KAPTUR and Congress-
woman BUDZINSKI for giving us a 
chance to set the record straight on 
President Trump’s abject failure to re-
store the strength of U.S. manufac-
turing, perhaps his number one cam-
paign promise. 

I am best known around here as 
being the Ph.D. physicist in Congress. 
Before that, I was a manufacturer. 

When I was 19 years old, my little 
brother and I started a company in our 
basement with $500 from my parents. 
That company now manufactures more 
than half of the theater lighting equip-
ment in the United States. Our com-
pany does hardware, software, sheet 
metal, wiring harnesses, and customer 
support. We have kept all of those 
manufacturing jobs in the United 
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States, and it is something I am very 
proud of. 

I think it is significant also that 
now, 50 years after we started that 
company, due to an employee stock 
ownership plan, it is 100 percent owned 
by the employees who built the com-
pany. 

I know how to create jobs, and I 
know that with what President Trump 
and his administration are doing, they 
are not going to deliver. I am, unfortu-
nately, not surprised. 

Why is this? I think it is best sum-
marized, actually, by paraphrasing the 
pithy tweet of Elon Musk when he said, 
You guys, meaning you guys on 
Trump’s tariff team, haven’t built 
squat, though he was a little more rude 
in his choice of words. 

The point I want to make is that this 
is not new. The ignorant tariffs that he 
is applying come from the fact that 
they simply don’t get it with manufac-
turing because none of them—think 
about it. There is no one on the Trump 
tariff team who has ever built anything 
in their career. They are a bunch of fi-
nance people. They are a bunch of real 
estate dealers. 

If you are a real estate dealer, it is a 
very different kind of job than a manu-
facturer. If you are a real estate wheel-
er-dealer, what you want to do is rook 
your counterparty. You succeed as a 
real estate wheeler-dealer if your 
counterparty goes away angry. I tell 
you what, if you are a manufacturer, 
the last thing you want is an unhappy 
customer. 

Democrats understand that the real 
job creators in this economy are cus-
tomers, and we understand that cus-
tomers come from the middle class. 

For time immemorial, the Repub-
lican Party has been about sucking 
money out of the middle class to pro-
vide giant tax cuts for the very 
wealthy. We can see how that has 
ended time and again for manufac-
turing employment in the United 
States. 

Here is the history: Here we have, 
since before I was born, the history of 
U.S. manufacturing employment, de-
pending on which party held the Presi-
dency. You can see the huge job in-
crease when FDR—that was when we 
were coming out of the Depression, 
which is understandable. It continued 
through President Truman. Then, it 
went down when the Republican 
Dwight Eisenhower took over. Then, it 
went up strongly under President Ken-
nedy, down under President Nixon, up 
in Carter’s administration, down in 
Reagan’s administration, and down 
again in Bush the elder’s administra-
tion. It went up during the Clinton ad-
ministration and down strongly during 
George Bush’s administration. That 
was, frankly, because of the historic 
mistake that was made by both parties 
to let China into the World Trade Orga-
nization without having an under-
standing that they should obey the re-
quirements of good membership in the 
WTO and not manipulate their cur-

rencies. That is not what President 
Bush was about. 

Then, it went up, of course, during 
President Obama, down during the first 
Trump Presidency, and up during the 
Biden Presidency. Now, of course, it is 
trending downward again in the Trump 
Presidency, so this is not a surprise. 
This is something that is really, I 
think, easy to understand because of 
the basic philosophy of the Republican 
Party. 

This is just the data in a bar graph, 
just the same thing. 

In Presidency after Presidency, when 
the middle class is strong, demand is 
strong, and manufacturing is strong. 
Manufacturing employment follows. 

This is not rocket science. This is 
simple, basic economics. A strong mid-
dle class yields strong manufacturing 
growth and strong manufacturing em-
ployment. It is a lesson that we have 
had to learn again and again in the his-
tory of our country, and I hope we re-
member that history and don’t forget 
it in the future. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the Congressman for participating and 
for that excellent information that we 
will share across both Chambers. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. MRVAN), a Steel Cau-
cus vice chair and a Labor Caucus 
member from the great State of Indi-
ana in the industrial north. 

Mr. MRVAN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Ms. KAPTUR for bringing us together. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in great urgency 
to voice the concerns of hardworking 
families in Indiana’s First Congres-
sional District. 

Communities across northwest Indi-
ana are feeling the economic hardship 
and uncertainty brought on by this ad-
ministration’s policies. 

I was proud to support the bipartisan 
infrastructure law, which awarded $1 
billion for a clean hydrogen hub that 
would create thousands of jobs in 
northwest Indiana. BP’s oil refinery 
prepared to make a private investment 
of over $6 billion. Members of organized 
labor created apprenticeship programs 
to ensure we had the workforce to 
bring this project to fruition, but the 
so-called big, beautiful bill terminated 
the clean hydrogen production tax 
credit, causing BP to put the project 
on indefinite pause for reasons related 
to economic uncertainty. 

These policies are conscious deci-
sions to create confusion, hesitation, 
and uncertainty, not just in hydrogen 
production, but also the challenges for 
our auto industry to grow and for the 
outsourcing of American steel produc-
tion and our national security to the 
highest foreign bidder. 

b 1910 

Mr. Speaker, the loss of American 
manufacturing jobs is a direct result of 
the administration’s failed economic 
policies that harm hardworking fami-
lies in my district. 

Just today, I met with the equipment 
manufacturers from Indiana. They 

make essential products in the con-
struction, automotive, energy, and ag-
ricultural industries. Rising costs on 
inputs, market uncertainty, and dis-
ruption in supply chains are harming 
these businesses and putting millions 
of good-paying jobs at risk. 

When costs for these businesses rise, 
so does the cost of living for the fami-
lies across the country. I believe that 
targeted tariffs such as section 232 is 
not only a national security issue but 
boosts domestic manufacturing. Many 
steel workers in the steel industry in 
my district rely on our ability to com-
bat unfair trade practices from China 
and elsewhere that flood our markets 
with heavily subsidized and cheaply 
made products. 

Mr. Speaker, we must have a more 
surgical and sector-based approach to-
ward our trade policies; or we will con-
tinue to see job loss in the manufac-
turing sector, rising costs at the gro-
cery store, and long-lasting impacts on 
our economy. 

I will continue to work across the 
aisle to find middle ground to make 
sure we support our working families 
and that we lower the costs to live in 
northwest Indiana, in Indiana, and the 
United States. 

Mr. Speaker, it is our responsibility 
to create domestic manufacturing that 
creates jobs so those individuals can 
have a healthcare policy and so those 
individuals can have an economy that 
grows and works for them. Again, I 
thank Congresswoman MARCY KAPTUR 
for leading us today. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman MRVAN. 

I have traveled over to Indiana many, 
many times. When I first ran for office, 
it was part of the Congressional Steel 
Caucus and remained one. I saw the 
U.S. steel industry crushed, and I have 
spent my entire career trying to help 
rebuild it in America. Mr. Speaker, I 
am so proud to serve with Representa-
tive MRVAN because I know he shares 
that same commitment. I thank him 
for coming down to the floor tonight. 

After Mr. TONKO’s presentation, I will 
turn to Representative VAL HOYLE 
from Oregon’s Fourth District. She is 
also a vice chair of the Congressional 
Labor Caucus. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. TONKO), the Rep-
resentative from upstate New York and 
also a member of the Congressional 
Labor Caucus. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman KAPTUR for leading us 
in this evening’s discussion. I offer 
heartfelt thanks for the drive she pro-
vides for economic development and, 
perhaps more importantly, economic 
recovery. I thank her for her intellect. 

Mr. Speaker, in New York’s capital 
region, we know the value of hard work 
and the dignity that comes with a pay-
check, a steady paycheck. I think that 
is driven somewhat, perhaps greatly, 
by the DNA of our Nation, which is the 
pioneer spirit. People are just about in-
novation. They want to discover and 
create a stronger economy. 
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It is also inspired in upstate New 

York because I represent the eastern-
most portion of the Erie Canal. This is 
a bold vision that connected a great 
ocean, the Atlantic, with the Great 
Lakes. It allowed for not only the 
strengthening of the port of a small 
place called New York—New York 
City—but gave birth to a necklace of 
communities dubbed ‘‘mill towns’’ that 
became the epicenter of invention and 
innovation. They not only inspired a 
westward movement but addressed fa-
vorably the quality of life of people 
across the great world. 

Mr. Speaker, all of this is a part of 
history and now underpins the oppor-
tunity to grow an innovation economy. 
Yet, under the Trump administration, 
working people are being betrayed. 
Reckless tariffs and political maneu-
vers have created chaos for manufac-
turers, for farmers, for scientists, and 
union workers alike. 

We saw the promise of good-paying 
jobs in offshore wind manufacturing at 
our ports. Yet, instead of stability, this 
administration issued stop-work orders 
and launched sham investigations that 
have chilled the industry. 

Some manufacturing projects are 
pressing forward; but others have been 
forced to walk away, robbing our re-
gion of jobs, stalling clean energy de-
ployment, and denying New Yorkers 
the growth that they were promised. 
This loss is not confined to New York’s 
20th, my congressional district. 

Across the Nation, 142 clean energy 
projects have already been threatened, 
delayed, or canceled. This puts at risk 
nearly $87 billion worth of investment 
and more than 91,000 good-paying jobs. 

The same story is unfolding in re-
search and innovation. For decades, 
Federal funding has fueled jobs, dis-
covery, and partnerships amongst uni-
versities, business, industry, and man-
ufacturing. Cuts are now forcing cam-
puses to lay off researchers and driving 
businesses to look elsewhere for sta-
bility. 

With world-class universities, a surge 
of semiconductor investment, and 
transformative projects like the EUV 
accelerator at New York CREATES, 
the capital region is at the cutting- 
edge of the innovation economy. 

When Federal support for these insti-
tutions and industries is threatened, it 
doesn’t just hurt today’s jobs. It jeop-
ardizes tomorrow’s breakthroughs, our 
competitiveness, and the livelihoods of 
the next generation. 

This is about whether America leads 
in clean energy, advanced manufac-
turing, quantum computing and semi-
conductors, or cedes those opportuni-
ties to competitors abroad. We are sup-
posed to win all the races and make us 
great again. We are falling behind in 
competition. 

Construction workers, researchers, 
manufacturers, and students are ready 
to build the next generation of Amer-
ican industry. Instead of investing in 
them, this administration is pulling 
the rug out from under them. This is 

not just bad policy. It is a cruel be-
trayal of working people. 

We owe it to our workers, our com-
munities, and the future of American 
innovation to end these destructive 
policies and commit to building it all. 
Let’s take our history to remind us 
that we are at our greatest when we 
embrace and reach to the pioneer spirit 
in all of us. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman TONKO for his time. He is 
such a leader. He doesn’t have to be 
here this evening, but I know how hard 
he works on his committee and on his 
subcommittees. I know how grateful 
the people of New York are to have his 
service here. 

I thank him for helping to trace the 
history of the Great Lakes-St. Law-
rence Seaway, which connects his part 
of America, all the way west to Duluth, 
Minnesota. It takes us to the Atlantic 
and to the world. I thank him so very 
much for being here tonight, and it is 
an honor to serve with him. 

Mr. Speaker, before I call on Con-
gresswoman HOYLE, I thank her for 
coming. I am reminded, as I was listen-
ing to Congressman TONKO, there is a 
plaque way up practically at the top of 
the ceiling here. We have to have real-
ly good eyes to see it. 

For those who can’t be with us in the 
Chamber tonight, let me remind them 
of the quote of Daniel Webster, one of 
the Founders of our Republic, who 
called on us to: ‘‘Let us develop the re-
sources of our land, draw forth its pow-
ers, build up its institutions, promote 
all its great interests and ask whether 
we also in our day and generation may 
not perform something worthy to be 
remembered.’’ 

That is why we are here tonight. 
Each of us is working in our regions to 
perform something worthy to be re-
membered. It is quite painful when the 
President of the United States and his 
minions inside the administration take 
away something that was legally 
passed, signed, juried, awarded, and 
then taken back. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOYLE), who 
represents Oregon’s Fourth Congres-
sional District and is the vice chair of 
the Congressional Labor Caucus. Coast 
to coast, New York to Oregon, I thank 
her for joining us. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Representative KAPTUR for 
yielding time. 

Across the central and south coast of 
Oregon, where I represent, we have 
seen the real consequences of the 
Trump administration’s reckless tariff 
policies. These aren’t just bad eco-
nomic choices. They have created rip-
ple effects that hurt working families 
up and down the supply chains. 

Mr. Speaker, 99.4 percent of busi-
nesses in Oregon are small businesses. 
These are small businesses and manu-
facturers who utilize parts from all 
over the world. 

Rising costs due to the erratic tariff 
policy of this administration are in-

creasing their costs, which means that 
they have to increase their costs to 
consumers. That means that we are 
losing market share here and abroad. 

We also have our world-class 
winegrowers, and they are facing fall-
out from the tariffs against some of 
our closest allies such as Canada, 
which alone makes up nearly half of 
Oregon wine’s export market. Over-
night, those sales went away. 

The impact doesn’t stop at the vine-
yard gate. It hurts the farmhands tend-
ing the fields, the bottlers, the dis-
tributors, the small retailers, and the 
restaurants that proudly serve Oregon 
wine. 

b 1920 

Some of our manufacturers are also 
closing up shop and moving offshore to 
avoid the tariff uncertainty, so the 
pain spreads to our machinists and our 
welders and also to the parts makers, 
the shippers, and the communities 
counting on those paychecks. That is 
because people in my District earn 
their money by the hour, not off of 
stock dividends. 

The through line is clear. These poli-
cies have created uncertainty at every 
level of our economy. They don’t just 
take away jobs. They destabilize the 
entire supply chain and the commu-
nities behind it. 

Oregon workers and businesses de-
serve better. They deserve policies that 
strengthen industries instead of pulling 
the rug out from under them. They de-
serve to know that Congress is stand-
ing with the workers to keep our com-
munities running. 

Today is the day that we remember 
the Constitution. The Constitution has 
directed that Congress should be the 
ones determining tariffs. It is Congress. 
The majority has handed away our con-
stitutionally given duty to an adminis-
tration that is now hurting jobs in my 
district and across this country. 

I am proud to stand with the Con-
gressional Labor Caucus tonight to 
make sure their voices are heard and to 
fight for an economy where every 
worker, from the mill floor to the vine-
yard to the factory line, has the secu-
rity and the respect that they have 
earned. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the Congresswoman so much for par-
ticipating and for her focus on tariffs 
and how devastating those have been. 

In our part of the country we call 
ourselves the Great Lakes nation, and 
we work with Canada in almost a 
seamless economy. We are the third 
largest economy in the world. 

These tariffs are wreaking havoc 
every time parts cross the border. Just 
in automotive, for example, a part can 
cross the border seven times from Ohio 
to Ontario, Canada, and back again and 
back again and into Michigan, so we 
really are being harmed deeply every 
day by these tariffs. 

I wanted to just place on the record a 
few extra details of the plight of 
Libbey Glass in Toledo, Ohio, in my 
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hometown. I mentioned that $45.1 mil-
lion was canceled by the Department of 
Energy to Libbey Glass, and it was part 
of $6 billion in funding through the De-
partment of Energy for industrial 
decarbonization. 

This is where America lost so much 
ground, as Congressman FOSTER talked 
about, to China. We are trying to re-
build the muscle of America. The com-
pany was going to retrofit its plant 
with a new electric furnace technology 
to reduce CO2 emissions significantly. 
The award aimed to add to the capac-
ity of the plant that still operates in 
its original facility and creates living- 
wage jobs in the heart of Toledo, Ohio. 
They call Toledo the Glass City. It is 
our identity, but now that opportunity 
has been quashed unnecessarily, so 
carelessly and thoughtlessly. 

Instead of new, modern furnaces that 
could have lasted more than a decade, 
the plant will be forced to invest in less 
efficient and environmentally un-
friendly furnaces that will last for 2 to 
3 years only. 

Because the Trump administration 
has cut the funding for 2025, the firm 
will be forced to spend even more in 
2028, 2031, 2034, and 2037. You get the 
picture, Mr. Speaker. It is backwards 
math that just doesn’t add up. It means 
America becomes less competitive in 
manufacturing. That does not make 
America great again. 

Please, please, Trump administra-
tion, pay attention to the details. I 
don’t think the President would want 
this outcome. I think there must have 
been a blip somewhere in the bureauc-
racy. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from the Fourth 
District of Maryland (Mr. IVEY). 

Representative GLENN IVEY is a dis-
tinguished judge, as well as a very 
great intellect, and I am very grateful 
for his participation this evening. 

Mr. IVEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the gentlewoman for hosting 
this Special Order today and for the 
great work that she has done on behalf 
of the State of Ohio and for the Nation. 
We serve on the Appropriations Com-
mittee together, and I have had a 
chance to see her do outstanding work 
on a firsthand basis, so I want to thank 
her for her service. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today on behalf of 
hardworking public servants who were 
using their expertise and training for 
scientific advancement that could save 
lives and preserve American leadership 
in technology and innovation. Unfortu-
nately, the Trump administration 
forced them out of their jobs and out of 
their laboratories. 

I had a chance to meet with many of 
these individuals over the last few 
months. We had a job fair in my dis-
trict not that long ago, and a couple of 
people came through had a chance to 
chat with me. Unfortunately, we didn’t 
have anything that met the caliber of 
the background and expertise that they 
possessed. 

One was a Ph.D. researcher at NIH 
who had been doing clinical trials on 

Alzheimer’s research. She told me that 
what had happened was she had been 
laid off. Everybody in her lab had been 
laid off. So what that meant was the 
trial that they had been running for 
years got shut down. 

As we all know with clinical trials, 
Alzheimer’s, cancer, and others—and I 
will come back to those—these aren’t 
light switches, Mr. Speaker. We can’t 
just flip the switch and start it back. 
In some of those instances, we have to 
start from scratch. 

Alzheimer’s is a disease that I have a 
special interest in. It killed my father. 
I watched him waste away from Alz-
heimer’s, and I now pay closer atten-
tion to the impact that that disease 
can have and the way it ravages thou-
sands of people every year across the 
country. Instead of doing the research 
to find a cure for Alzheimer’s, their 
laboratory got shut down. 

Medical devices was another one. I 
met a gentleman who was a mechanical 
engineer. He had been trained and 
earned his Ph.D. in research. He 
worked for the Federal Government. I 
believe he was at the FDA, if I recall 
correctly. He did tests to make sure 
that the medical devices that were up 
for approval had been tested and actu-
ally worked the way that they did. 

He gave me an example. He said that 
pacemakers were one of those. There 
are people who are trying to make in-
novations with respect to these kinds 
of medical devices. The job at his office 
was to make sure that these worked 
the right way and were safe and effica-
cious. His lab got shut down. 

I met another individual. She had a 
master’s in public health. She got 
fired. You won’t imagine how ironic it 
was, Mr. Speaker. She got fired, and 
she was doing work on measles. Just at 
the time they had the major outbreak 
in Texas, she was laid off, and her 
group was canceled out as well. 

The New York Times, just last week-
end I believe it was, published a cover 
story on their magazine about losing 
the war on cancer. As you know, Mr. 
Speaker, the United States has been 
one of the leading innovators with re-
spect to research, and cancer has been 
a huge focus on that research. We have 
been doing outstanding work there and 
making huge strides forward. 

As I mentioned a moment ago, I am 
a cancer survivor, and I was a bene-
ficiary of the fact that we had innova-
tions that changed the way that treat-
ment was provided just in time for 
when I came along. That was 20 years 
ago. However, now we are shutting 
those clinical trials down, and that ar-
ticle lays it out clearly and sadly. 

It was a little ironic. Mr. Speaker. 
You may recall that here in this Cham-
ber, President Trump gave a speech. It 
looked kind of like a state of the 
Union, but it wasn’t actually that ad-
dress, but there was a young boy up in 
the seats over there who was a cancer 
survivor. He had him stand up. He gave 
him a badge from, I think it was, Se-
cret Service and celebrated his sur-

vival. Just a few days later, the Trump 
administration terminated research for 
pediatric cancer. 

We have to find a way to make sure 
we don’t lose the competition with 
China. I just mentioned medical issues 
there, but the Trump administration is 
doing so many things with respect to 
research and development and high 
tech. 

China, on the other hand, as we heard 
from one of my colleagues a moment 
ago, is pushing employees. They are de-
veloping them. They can’t develop 
them fast enough, and they are pushing 
them into research and work with re-
spect to artificial intelligence and 
quantum computing, while here in the 
United States, especially in the last 9 
months, we are doing everything we 
can—well, the Trump administration is 
doing everything it can, it would seem, 
to limit the number of people who can 
go into this kind of work. They are 
cutting back on the grants that would 
allow people to do the research, and 
they are cutting the funding for people 
who are going to school to earn their 
Ph.D.s to pay for their education. 

b 1930 
China is doing the exact opposite. To 

the extent the United States has been 
behind on creating its own researchers 
and developers here in the United 
States, we have had a lot of people 
come from overseas, people who are 
doing outstanding work, but they come 
from other countries. Then the Trump 
administration decided it wanted to 
cancel their visas. 

Some of the attacks on Harvard, in 
particular, the big threat was: We are 
not going to let you have international 
students come to study. The result of 
that was, international students from 
all around the world who are the top of 
the line, doing outstanding work, this 
is the next generation we want to help 
and have them come. Many of them 
come to the United States from other 
places, and they like it here so much 
they stay. They build their careers. 

In fact, many of the research and in-
novation entities that we have in the 
United States are run by people who 
have come from overseas, immigrants 
who have come to the United States. 
But we are forcing them away, scaring 
them away, and pushing them to other 
countries. 

You have got to believe the other 
countries are welcoming them with 
open arms. I was just talking to a 
group who trains doctors, medical doc-
tors. They said the people that we 
train here, they are being pulled away 
to other countries now because they 
can complete their medical training, 
go work overseas, the medical training 
gets covered, and so they can get their 
medical education done and then go to 
work and have a chance to be success-
ful and provide the type of medical 
care and treatment that we want to 
have here in the United States, but we 
are losing that, as well. 

We have got to make sure that we do 
everything we can to preserve the in-
stitutions and the departments and 
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agencies that are doing great work 
here in the United States. NASA, 
NOAA, FDA, and NIST are all doing 
great work. The universities we have 
got here are doing great work on the 
R&D front. That is the only way we are 
going to be able to win the competition 
with China. That includes AI, quantum 
computing, and high-tech. Those are 
the places that gave us the lead that 
we have in software and in the com-
puter industry. GPS and LASIK were 
spinoffs of R&D that was worked on at 
NASA. Instead of building that up, the 
Trump administration is laying people 
off. 

Mr. Speaker, 445,000 Federal employ-
ees lost their collective bargaining 
rights. As the Senate report pointed 
out, in forcing out tens of thousands of 
people who worked for the govern-
ment—many of them doing the science 
and tech work that I just talked 
about—the Democratic staff report 
calls it: The $21 billion blunder, ana-
lyzing the waste generated by DOGE. 

DOGE didn’t focus only on science 
and tech, but its impact has been reso-
nating there for sure in a very dam-
aging way for the United States. 

We need to work together to force 
the Trump administration to see the 
error of its ways. We need to make sure 
that we get back on track so that we 
can win the competition with China, 
preserve our leadership role in the 
world, and build on the great advances 
that we have had here in the United 
States. 

Let’s get to work. 
Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

Congressman IVEY. We sure are glad 
that cancer research resulted in ex-
tending his life for these many decades 
because we sure need him here in Con-
gress. His constituents have really 
elected a great man here. I thank him 
so much for being here tonight and 
working with us to bring these issues 
before the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, may I inquire as to the 
time remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SCHMIDT). The gentlewoman from Ohio 
has 17 minutes remaining. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from New Mexico 
(Ms. STANSBURY), who is an active 
member of the Labor Caucus. 

I will say to anyone who is listening 
to us here this evening, these Members 
have worked all day. They started very 
early this morning. You can say they 
are doing a double shift, in my part of 
the country. They haven’t eaten din-
ner. I just want the American people to 
know that there are Members of Con-
gress who work very hard, who respect 
our Constitution, and who respect the 
laws of this country. It is now almost 
nearly 8 o’clock in Washington, D.C., 
moving on that, and they are here to 
represent you. 

Congresswoman STANSBURY is amaz-
ing, and I thank her for joining us. 

Ms. STANSBURY. Mr. Speaker, it is 
like the changing of the seasons. There 
is a consistent pattern across our econ-

omy year after year. Democrats rescue 
and build an economy that empowers 
workers, that invests in American- 
made jobs, that invests in our infra-
structure and our people just as we did 
in passing the largest bills in genera-
tions over the last several Congresses: 
the bipartisan infrastructure bill, the 
CHIPS and Science Act, and the Infla-
tion Reduction Act, which not only in-
vested millions of dollars in commu-
nities all across the United States but 
created countless jobs and opportuni-
ties for our people. 

Just like that, a President like the 
current President comes in, just as he 
has done twice, and drives up the def-
icit, borrows against our children’s fu-
tures, and takes American taxpayer 
dollars to give billionaires permanent 
tax credits. Unemployment rises, fami-
lies fall behind, and the damage is 
done. Then we are called upon to pick 
up the pieces once again, put people 
back to work, and restore stability to 
our economy. 

If you are wondering what season we 
are in now, all you have to do is take 
a look at the headlines: ‘‘Grocery infla-
tion highest since 2022 as Trump tariffs 
pile on.’’ Or this one: ‘‘Poorer Ameri-
cans hit hardest as tariffs fuel price 
rises.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, it is a cold winter for 
families across America under Trump’s 
America, under his failing economic 
plan, and tariffs that are not even legal 
and which this House of Representa-
tives, under the GOP, voted yesterday 
on a rule with language to abrogate 
their constitutional authority to rein 
him in. I watched them flip the votes 
on the floor as they gave away our con-
stitutional authority to hurt American 
workers. 

Long-term unemployment is reach-
ing heights we haven’t even seen since 
the beginning of the pandemic. Grocery 
prices are more expensive than they 
have ever been. Inflation is forcing 
Americans to live on credit cards. 
Housing is so expensive that young 
people can’t even move into their own 
homes. People can’t access the most 
basic healthcare in this country right 
now. That is Trump’s economy. 

As we take stock of where this econ-
omy stands today, I think it is pretty 
damn clear why Donald Trump went 
bankrupt six times. He is literally 
bankrupting this country and the hard-
working people that are its backbone. 
The livelihoods of our communities are 
on the line, not poker chips in one of 
his Atlantic City casinos. 

These are farmers, ranchers, working 
people, families whose lives hang in the 
balance. 

In New Mexico, our farmers are being 
crushed under the weight of these tar-
iffs, losing export markets, watching 
the USDA programs, that once pur-
chased homegrown, healthy foods to 
put into our schools and food banks, 
dry up. 

Here is another headline: 
‘‘Farmageddon. Many U.S. farmers are 
warning that they are at a breaking 

point,’’ a breaking point, just like our 
families, farmers who depend on reli-
able markets. 

When the President imposes tariffs 
on our allies, depending on which way 
the wind is blowing on any given day, 
he forces hardworking people in this 
country into financial ruin. 

The result is only the largest cor-
porations and the rich get richer, driv-
ing the prices up, driving small farmers 
out, consolidating our food system, and 
pushing the American Dream, just 
basic dignity, further out of reach for 
our people. 

For me, this is personal, Mr. Speak-
er, because I grew up in a working fam-
ily where people in my family worked 
multiple jobs and still struggled to get 
by, where we didn’t have access to 
healthcare, where we didn’t always 
have access to reliable housing. 

b 1940 

Mr. Speaker, this is personal. In New 
Mexico, there are thousands of families 
who are struggling just to make it to 
the end of the month. 

I will say that, despite the darkness, 
New Mexico is leading the way and 
showing what it looks like to lead with 
integrity and invest in an economy 
that will make it possible for families 
to thrive. 

In fact, in just a couple of weeks, on 
October 1, our State legislature will 
convene in the wake of Republicans’ 
disastrous big, ugly bill, which will gut 
healthcare and food assistance pro-
grams, to actually shore up the pro-
grams that will save and support thou-
sands of lives in our State. They will 
invest in food and healthcare programs 
and fix the public broadcasting funding 
that my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle blew a hole through when the 
majority passed the rescissions pack-
age. 

Perhaps the most consequential leg-
islation and policies that New Mexico 
has announced in the last several 
weeks are that we are now officially 
the first State in the Nation ever in 
the history of this country to guar-
antee universal free childcare. That is 
going to put over $12,500 back into the 
pockets of every working family in 
New Mexico. 

That is real money. That is money 
for putting a roof over your head. That 
is money for putting food on the table. 
That is money to go back to school. 
That is what it looks like when you in-
vest in working families. 

In addition to that, New Mexico is 
the only State in the Nation that guar-
antees free college. Whether you want 
to go to trade school or get a higher 
education degree in graduate school, in 
New Mexico, you are going to do it 
without debt because we understand 
that the future of our country, econ-
omy, and communities depends on in-
vesting in people, not taking away the 
vital programs that support them. 

Every day, I am working on behalf of 
our communities to invest in early 
childhood education, entrepreneurial 
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programs, bringing millions of dollars 
home for infrastructure, youth pro-
grams, healthcare, behavioral health, 
and clinics back in New Mexico be-
cause we know that that is how you de-
liver for real working people. 

Mr. Speaker, the seasons may 
change, but we know this cycle is going 
to go on. Families in New Mexico and 
across the Nation are going to continue 
to pay the price for your billion-dollar 
tax breaks. 

Americans literally cannot afford 
this economy. They can’t afford this 
administration or the GOP’s leadership 
here in this House. 

That is why we are here to speak up, 
speak out, fight back, and stop the 
damaging programs that are evis-
cerating our economy and harming our 
communities. We know the season will 
change, and we know we will come 
back and invest in hardworking Amer-
ican families. Until then, we call upon 
our States, Tribal, and local leaders to 
do what they can. They should know 
that we are here in the fight for real 
Americans. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman from New Mexico 
(Ms. STANSBURY) for that impassioned 
plea, and I stand with the gentle-
woman. 

Coming from New Mexico, with ev-
erything happening there with the cli-
mate and so forth, the gentlewoman 
really is such an excellent Representa-
tive. I thank her for joining us as a 
member of the Labor Caucus. The gen-
tlewoman gave just a fantastic deliv-
ery. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. MANNION), a Labor 
Caucus member from the 22nd District. 
I thank the gentleman for waiting this 
evening. It is now 7:45 p.m., and the 
gentleman is still on the job. 

Mr. MANNION. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congresswoman KAPTUR for her leader-
ship. 

Mr. Speaker, as the final speaker to-
night, let me take you to upstate New 
York, Syracuse, central New York, the 
Mohawk Valley, just west down the 
Erie Canal from my good friend, Rep-
resentative TONKO, who represents the 
capital region. 

This is a place where I have lived and 
loved my entire life. These are commu-
nities that know firsthand what hap-
pens when Washington breaks its 
promises and when jobs and invest-
ments disappear. 

We remember back home when Grif-
fiss Air Force Base closed. We remem-
ber when Carrier left. Those were our 
sheet metal workers. We remember 
when New Venture Gear and a Chrysler 
plant closed. Those were our UAW 
brothers and sisters. There were others 
that have left our region behind. 

It is through that prism that we see 
the Trump administration’s $30 million 
clawback of Federal funding awarded 
to Syracuse, New York. This was fund-
ing for a project that had bipartisan 
support and passed in a Republican-ma-
jority House. It is a piece of one of the 

largest infrastructure projects in the 
Nation and the largest in the history of 
upstate New York. That is the reimag-
ining of Interstate 81. 

That money was meant to build 
roads and sidewalks, reconnect utili-
ties, and restore opportunity where an 
elevated highway divided a community 
of color in the early 1960s. 

Pulling those funds away is a be-
trayal of the working families who 
were promised progress and, instead, 
are left with fewer jobs, less oppor-
tunity, and delayed urban renewal. It 
is uncertainty that has existed over 
the last 9 months, and that uncertainty 
is part of a great American city that I 
have lived in for my entire life. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the only bad 
policy that is hurting the region and 
the people I represent. Our economy is 
tied deeply to Canada. In fact, New 
York’s 22nd District, which doesn’t 
even border Canada, exports $1 billion 
in goods and $227 million in services to 
Canada each year. 

This is a longstanding trade relation-
ship that supports more than 6,400 jobs 
locally and directly employs 1,400 peo-
ple at Canadian-owned businesses. 
Slap-shot tariff policy and volatile 
trade policy have put those jobs at 
risk. 

Our manufacturers who rely on met-
als, equipment, and machinery are 
watching the costs rise. Just yester-
day, in a hearing in the Agriculture 
Committee that I serve on, farmers 
were talking about their increased 
costs. Those increased costs are often 
related to automated farm machinery 
that they can get only from outside of 
the United States. 

They don’t have time to wait and see 
if, possibly, domestic manufacturing 
will occur. They need help now. 

As my colleague stated before, it is 
under our purview as Congress. Article 
I, Section 8, gives us the authority for 
imposts and excises, not the executive 
office. 

Our manufacturers rely on those 
things. Our farmers, especially our 
dairy and specialty crop producers, are 
losing access to stable export markets. 
Our small businesses, like local brew-
eries that depend on Canadian alu-
minum for cans, are feeling the pinch. 

When tariffs slam the border, it hits 
the bottom line for small businesses in 
Syracuse, Utica, Auburn, Cortland, and 
other communities across my district. 

While we are fighting those chal-
lenges, the Trump administration is 
also attacking renewables, a fast-grow-
ing private-sector employer in New 
York State. That is not just in my dis-
trict. In Representative STEFANIK’s dis-
trict, a hydrogen fuel cell plant was 
not going to be completed by the same 
company that was going to build in 
California and Texas. 

It is not about a red State or a blue 
State. It is about the demand that we 
have for energy as we move into the fu-
ture. 

As my colleagues also stated, we are 
falling behind. Canada is beating us. It 

is time to invest. We need more energy. 
Without that energy, we are going to 
continue to fall behind. 

What jobs were lost in that project 
for hydrogen fuel cells not even in my 
district? In Massena, New York, jobs 
like the International Union of Paint-
ers and Allied Trades, IUPAT, and oth-
ers do not have those jobs that were 
promised. They pulled the plug because 
those hydrogen fuel tax credits were 
pulled. 

We are fighting that challenge. The 
cuts, the loss of these jobs, and the loss 
of promises and tax credits are impact-
ing our ability to hit our clean energy 
goals and lower our utility bills for 
consumers. It is making it harder to 
attract investment and job-creating 
opportunities in my district and 
around the upstate region. 

We have fought for clean energy 
manufacturing. I did so in the State 
senate as the cosponsor of a piece of 
legislation called Green CHIPS, which 
has brought Micron Technology into 
my district, producing semiconductor 
chips using clean energy. I was the co- 
prime sponsor of that legislation. This 
is the largest private investment in the 
history of this country. 

That is where we are: broken prom-
ises on I–81; reckless tariff policy that 
destabilizes trade for the agricultural 
sector, manufacturing sector, and 
small businesses; and shortsighted cuts 
to energy programs, which will make 
power generation more challenging and 
cost jobs and investment while driving 
up energy costs. 

b 1950 
I can tell you this: New York–22 com-

munities are resilient. We have rebuilt 
before, and we are building again. We 
are building with Micron and others, 
with investments in advanced manu-
facturing, with world-class dairy farm-
ers and growers who continue to feed 
the Nation, and with workers who 
never stop fighting for a better future. 

Washington should be our partner in 
that progress, not a roadblock. I will 
never stop fighting for my hometown 
and the working people of this country. 
I will always keep telling the truth to 
my constituents and the American peo-
ple. 

It is bad policy that is hurting our 
country, leaving us behind, and costing 
Americans more. The people I serve de-
serve nothing less than a Congress that 
works together and does the work that 
they have been constitutionally given 
the right to do. 

No one should cede our House of Rep-
resentatives’ constitutional power to 
Donald Trump. We can fix this. We can 
put our country over politics and work-
ers over partisanship. That is the way 
forward, and that is what I will be 
working on to deliver for the people of 
central New York, along with my Con-
gressional Labor Caucus partners. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) for the 
time. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Congressman MANNION for his passion 
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and for his obvious dedication through-
out his life to restore the economic 
might of his district. I know that 
struggle. Our Federal Government has 
been too slow to respond to the wash-
out of jobs and capacity across this 
country, and that is what is making 
our politics so rocky. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for your 
generous gavel this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I will include in the 
RECORD some materials that we were 
not able to verbally enter this evening. 

Mr. Speaker, I will invite Secretary 
of Energy Wright, President Trump, 
and Vice President VANCE to come and 
stand with the workers at Libbey Glass 
in Ohio so they completely understand 
what it takes to rebuild manufacturing 
in America. I hope they will show up. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF CHARLIE 
KIRK 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. MOORE of 
Utah was recognized for 60 minutes as 
the designee of the majority leader.) 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the topic of this Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MOORE of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

will use my time to take a brief mo-
ment and reflect on the horrific assas-
sination of Charlie Kirk and the impor-
tance of free speech in America. 

It is not lost on me that I am stand-
ing here on the House floor, as my col-
leagues and I do every session day, 
sharing my opinions and thoughts 
about the state of our country and 
what Congress is doing about it. 

It is a special place where we get to 
link arms with our fellow delegation or 
caucus members and talk about causes 
that matter to us, debate back and 
forth with our friends on the other side 
of the aisle, welcome the President and 
foreign dignitaries to speak, and so 
much more. This place represents open 
debate and discussion, and Charlie did, 
too. 

As we all process the tragedy that 
took place just a week ago, I hope we 
remember the ways he engaged with 
those who didn’t agree with him. That 
is what makes the American experi-
ment work, from classrooms to work-
places to kitchen tables to the Halls of 
Congress. Charlie modeled fearlessness 
in having the conversation and opening 
the door to debate, and I hope we all 
can, as well. 

My sincerest condolences go out to 
the Kirk family as they navigate this 
unimaginable grief. As a society, I hope 
we can carry forward Charlie’s legacy 
of free speech and commitment to 
faith. 

I also will share my heartfelt grati-
tude to Utah Governor Spencer Cox for 
leading with integrity during this dif-
ficult time for our State and our coun-
try. There is no better person to be in 
a position of leadership and navigate 
this than him, and he surely has made 
Utah proud on the national stage. 

He encouraged all of us to disagree 
better, and while the suspect chose not 
to heed that counsel, the rest of us can. 

Lastly, I will also thank Utah law en-
forcement, The Federal Bureau of In-
vestigation, and all of our State and 
Federal partners who worked around 
the clock to identify the suspect. Your 
sacrifice is always appreciated. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

EXTREME HEAT CAUCUS 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. STANTON of 
Arizona was recognized for 30 minutes.) 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the subject of 
the Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, Arizona 

has suffered year after year after year 
of record-breaking temperatures. Our 
summers are getting hotter, lasting 
longer, and providing little relief at 
night. This heat is incredibly dan-
gerous for our health and for our econ-
omy. 

Last summer, tragically, more than 
600 of our fellow Arizonans lost their 
lives to the heat. Today, there are an-
other 406 heat-related deaths in Mari-
copa County, Arizona, parts of which I 
have represented for 25 years. Those 
deaths are under investigation. We are 
on track, yet again, to be one of the 
deadliest areas for heat exposure in 
this country. 

That is why I launched the bipartisan 
Extreme Heat Caucus early this year 
with Congressman MIKE LAWLER of 
New York. At one point this summer, 
nearly half of the country’s population 
was under an extreme heat warning. 
From coast to coast, we are struggling 
to keep people safe and to fully under-
stand the challenges posed by extreme 
heat. 

Extreme heat is a danger to public 
health, but it also threatens our very 
way of life. As heat waves get worse, 
roadways will crack, energy grids will 
falter, and crops will dry out. Insur-
ance rates and electric bills will spike. 

Some Arizonans saw triple-digit in-
creases on their electric bills this sum-
mer. More evictions will follow. Front-
line workers will stay home or end up 
hospitalized. Our local economies will 
lose millions. 

We have to take this seriously, but 
this administration has shown a pro-

found disregard for the problem at 
hand. From his very first day, Presi-
dent Trump has gutted the Federal 
heat response. Researchers, public 
health experts, and administrators of 
critical grant programs were caught up 
in Trump’s mass firings, and it is ev-
eryday Americans who will pay the 
price. A senior, struggling to balance a 
tight budget, could be left high and dry 
without LIHEAP funds to cover their 
electric bills or keep the AC running. A 
single mother, working full time is 
worried that her child’s school won’t be 
able to keep him safe during recess or 
after-school sports practice. A 
landscaper, growing his small business, 
was diagnosed with kidney disease in 
his early 30s due to heat exposures. 

Members of the Extreme Heat Caucus 
and I are fighting for the Federal work-
force that handles extreme heat to be 
reinstated. Their work is critical to 
combat extreme heat and the greater 
climate crisis. 

Without a robust Federal heat re-
sponse, we put countless lives and bil-
lions of dollars at risk. The Extreme 
Heat Caucus is stepping up to change 
that. We are championing smart, bipar-
tisan actions to combat extreme heat. 

As a former mayor of Phoenix, I have 
been focused on heat policy that starts 
local, where the rubber meets the road. 
Our cities, counties, and universities 
are pioneering new ways to combat ex-
treme heat and to respond to heat 
emergencies, but they are often going 
at it without proper and adequate fund-
ing. 

My bipartisan bill, the Heat Manage-
ment Assistance Grant Program Act, 
will allow States, local governments, 
and our Tribal partners to apply for 
dedicated, fast-release funding to re-
spond to extreme heat events. This 
funding could be used to stand up cool-
ing centers, purchase medical equip-
ment for heat illnesses, or many other 
critical services. 

For families worried about balancing 
high-energy costs with high grocery 
bills, I have been working to introduce 
the LIHEAP Parity Act. The bill will 
fairly and fully distribute LIHEAP dol-
lars to families in cold weather States 
who need help with their heating bill in 
the winter and families in warm weath-
er States like mine who need help with 
their air-conditioning bill in the sum-
mer. 

We still don’t know much about the 
possible impacts of extreme heat on 
our emergency response, so as the 
ranking member of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure’s Economic Devel-
opment, Public Buildings, and Emer-
gency Management Subcommittee, I 
partnered with Congresswoman DINA 
TITUS on the Extreme Weather and 
Heat Response Modernization Act, 
which, among many other things, will 
study the unexpected impacts of heat 
on key infrastructure and public 
health. 

That study was wrapped into a larger 
FEMA reform package, and it passed 
our committee on a huge bipartisan 
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margin. It will form an emergency re-
sponse advisory panel to study slow 
moving natural disasters like extreme 
heat. 

b 2000 

I am glad to see the study one step 
closer to law, and I will keep working 
to get the Extreme Weather and Heat 
Response Modernization Act across the 
finish line, as well. 

I thank my colleagues who have 
come to speak before the House today. 
They understand the challenge before 
us. 

As Members of Congress, our most 
basic duty as elected officials is to 
keep our constituents and fellow Amer-
icans safe. Right now, Congress must 
rise to the challenge and start actively 
combating the effects of heat. 

All of us here agree on this duty be-
fore us. Now we have the responsibility 
to meet this moment and to save lives. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my great pleasure 
now to yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. SCOTT), my friend, and 
the ranking member of the Education 
and Workforce Committee. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding and 
for organizing this Special Order. 

Mr. Speaker, this summer, Ameri-
cans from coast to coast are enduring 
the hottest temperatures in recorded 
history. Days are not just uncomfort-
able, they are life-threatening for mil-
lions of workers across the country. 

From agricultural workers in the 
fields, to warehouse employees, to con-
struction crews and factory staff, many 
are laboring in extreme heat with no 
Federal protection from one of the old-
est, most serious, most common work-
place hazards, and that is, of course, 
heat stress. 

The science is clear, the medical evi-
dence is overwhelming, and the moral 
case is undeniable. Yet, the Occupa-
tional Safety and Health Administra-
tion, OSHA, still lacks a national 
standard to protect workers from dan-
gerous heat exposure on the job. 

In addition to the important legisla-
tion mentioned by the gentleman from 
Arizona to address the issue, I am a 
proud cosponsor of the bill introduced 
by the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. CHU) to prevent senseless deaths 
of workers due to heat. The bill honors 
the memory of a farm worker who 
tragically died after working 10 
straight hours in 105 degree heat with-
out access to shade, water, or a break. 
His death was preventable, as are the 
deaths of so many others happening 
every year. 

We have known for a long time that 
it does not have to be this way. In the 
fourth century BC, Alexander the 
Great was counseled to guard against 
heat stress as his troops marched 
through the desert. Heat stress is even 
documented several times in the Old 
Testament. Our own military adopted a 
heat stress prevention program in 1952, 
and I remember when I was in basic 
training in the Army, when the heat 

reached certain temperatures, we 
would have to loosen the bottom of our 
pants and stop doing physical training, 
or PT. The National Institute of Occu-
pational Safety and Health, NIOSH, ad-
vised OSHA on the need to protect 
workers from heat stress back in 1972, 
and again in 1986, and yet again in 2016. 

Workers have waited long enough. 
Thanks to Representative CHU’s leader-
ship, we have reintroduced a bill that 
will end delays and excuses and finally 
bring workers the commonsense pro-
tection they deserve. Within one year, 
OSHA would be required under the bill 
to finally issue an enforceable rule set-
ting out the strongest feasible protec-
tions against heat illness. It empowers 
OSHA to require rest breaks, access to 
water, shaded or cool recovery areas, 
and training that delivers information 
in a language and format that workers 
can certainly understand. These are 
simple and sensible safeguards that 
will save lives. 

As the climate crisis accelerates, 
workers are increasingly at risk. Heat 
stress is a predictable problem, but it 
is also a preventable problem. The ur-
gency of the crisis requires us to act 
now, and this legislation is the road-
map for that action. Workers’ lives de-
pend on it. 

I thank the gentleman from Arizona 
for forming the Extreme Heat Caucus 
and for organizing this Special Order to 
give us the opportunity to emphasize 
the importance of this issue. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative SCOTT for his leadership 
on this important issue and the bill 
that he referenced supporting our 
workforce dealing with extreme heat. 
That is an important piece of legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, that is all of our 
speeches on this important topic of the 
extreme heat and the Extreme Heat 
Caucus. I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

f 

BREAKDOWN OF TRADITIONAL 
FAMILIES 

(Under the Speaker’s announced pol-
icy of January 3, 2025, Mr. GROTHMAN of 
Wisconsin was recognized for 30 min-
utes.) 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, to-
night I will talk one more time about 
what I think is the most pressing prob-
lem facing America as we try to ad-
dress the crime rate, the drug problem, 
and the education problem. It is a prob-
lem that was, sadly, not addressed in 
the One Big Beautiful Bill Act. 

As a matter of fact, the One Big 
Beautiful Bill Act went, to a certain 
extent, in the opposite direction. I 
want to educate the American public 
on this problem, and that is the break-
down of the traditional family with a 
man in the household over the last 60 
years of America. 

As this Congress tries to make Amer-
ica great again, it is hard to imagine 
America being that great if we con-
tinue to punish and penalize any fam-
ily that has both parents at home. 

America has changed dramatically. 
In the 1960s, about 5 percent of the chil-
dren in this country were born into 
families without both a mother and fa-
ther at home. I want to point out, I 
know families of all sorts of back-
grounds. I know parents who have done 
a fantastic job of raising children in all 
backgrounds, and sometimes beyond 
their fault, there are families who ap-
pear to be doing a perfect job of raising 
their children, but nevertheless have a 
problem. 

I think most Americans, though, 
with common sense would say it is 
more difficult for, say, the post-1995 
generations, where 40 percent of Amer-
ican children are born without a moth-
er and father at home, compared to the 
generation of children born in the 
1960s, when that number was only 5 
percent. 

We have to ask ourselves why that 
happened. Sometimes when I talk to 
people back home, they mention the 
decline in religion, and maybe that is 
why we shot up from 5 percent to 40 
percent. 

Actually, if you look at programs the 
government authors, and I am going to 
reference George Gilder a little bit 
here, who was a great sociologist, if I 
can call him that, who wrote ‘‘Wealth 
and Poverty’’ in 1980. He looked at sin-
gle-parent families to see if he had any 
observations. The families he looked at 
were specifically from the poorer parts 
of Albany, New York. At the time a 
woman got pregnant, if the family was 
not a married group, they began to col-
lect benefits, and it was not a panic sit-
uation in which, how are we going to 
support the child? What are we going 
to do? Are we going to have to live 
with your parents? What are we going 
to do? It was kind of gleeful as they 
went from government office to gov-
ernment office getting their low-in-
come housing, getting their free 
healthcare, getting their free college 
education if they wanted to go to col-
lege, food stamps, like I said, free 
apartment, which I think is the most 
generous giveaway of all. 

Now, I don’t know that it is good 
that we have created a situation in 
which a young person getting pregnant 
should be happy because of all the gov-
ernment benefits they are eligible for, 
but if you look at the eligibility re-
quirements for every one of these pro-
grams, they are based on what we call 
percent of poverty. If you have some-
body in the household—it could be a 
woman or it could be a man—if a man 
is in the household, you could penalize 
that family by easily $25,000 or $30,000 
cash for having both parents at home. 

An example of programs which fit the 
bill, which we penalize people for get-
ting married, would be formerly called 
food stamps, certainly low-income 
housing, which by itself can be a ben-
efit of over $12,000 a year; something 
called the earned income tax credit, 
which can easily be $6,000 or $7,000 a 
year, provided you work and keep your 
income under $17,000 or $16,000 a year. 
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b 2010 

If you do a little bit of work, unlike, 
say, if you had a sister who is married 
to a husband with a salary, you would 
get free childcare, childcare not avail-
able to a couple with two incomes. 

There is a TANF program for people 
who aren’t employed, giving free cash 
away. Again, it is much easier to get if 
you don’t have a working parent in the 
household. 

We have our child credit, which is, 
again, something that is phased out 
and appears to be designed to discour-
age people from getting married. 

We have Pell grants—and I will tell 
you a story about that in a minute—a 
program that gives free college to a 
family without a working person. 

Not surprising, if you spend some 
time talking to people who aren’t at 
your country club fundraiser, spend 
some time talking to people who are 
not lobbyists, you will be surprised 
how many young people today are not 
getting married because they want 
that $25,000, $30,000 cash benefit that 
you get if you stay single and fre-
quently don’t have a man in the house. 

I will also point out that frequently 
these benefits allow you to get benefits 
better than people who are working are 
getting. For example, it is a well- 
known thing, but if you talk to people, 
clerks at the local food store will tell 
you that people on food stamps are fre-
quently buying things that the clerk in 
the food store cannot afford. 

When it comes to low-income hous-
ing, particularly because we have a 
horrible program called the low-income 
housing tax credit program, the gov-
ernment incentivizes developers to 
build housing that costs $300,000, 
$400,000, or, in some cases, over a mil-
lion dollars per unit, in which some 
people will be able to live, provided 
their income is low enough. You will 
find out what a person working for me 
once found out. 

She got married, and she and her new 
husband were looking for a new apart-
ment. They found what they felt were 
the nicest apartments in Madison, Wis-
consin, were the low-income apart-
ments. Not only do you get a free 
apartment, but it is superior to the 
apartments that other people are pay-
ing for. 

With regard to childcare, I have 
heard a childcare provider say that she 
preferred to get the vouchers—and I 
don’t know if this is always true; I 
have heard a mixed bag—but get 
vouchers from somebody from the gov-
ernment because those were always 
paid. 

Childcare is very expensive today. If 
you agree to take care of a child, 
maybe sometimes that family will not 
have enough income to pay for the 
child. If you are on the government 
dole, it is more consistent. You will al-
ways get the childcare credit. 

With regard to college, I will tell you 
a story. I once gave this speech about 
15 years ago in Green Bay, Wisconsin, 
and I wondered what the people would 

think of the marriage penalty. Most of 
the people who were listening to the 
speech were older people. It was a Tea 
Party group, and they, of course, all 
agreed with me that it was scandalous 
that we were bribing somebody $25,000 
a year not to get married. 

I asked a gal who was present in the 
room that night—her job was a 
bartenderess—what she thought about 
these programs in which you would get 
a benefit, not only if you didn’t get 
married, but an even larger benefit if 
you didn’t work too hard. She said she 
got married before she had a baby, but 
a lot of her friends preferred not to get 
married before they had a baby because 
they got free college. In other words, 
one more time we had a situation in 
which this woman—and I found there 
were other people in the same boat 
making the same observation. 

Young people going to college—kind 
of hard to believe, but it is true—may 
decide not to get married because they 
get the Pell grant, another poorly de-
signed program, and get it to pay for 
either all or part of their college. 

You may say: Is this all on purpose? 
Did the government design these pro-
grams to destroy the American family? 
Who would do that? 

Let’s not forget that Karl Marx, a so-
cialist who is looked up to in some uni-
versities, said one of his goals was to 
abolish the family. 

More recently, in 1960, a woman who 
has been described as the mother of 
women’s studies—which is a major we 
make fun of in college. Nevertheless, it 
is something that a lot of kids take as 
an elective. Kate Millett, the mother of 
these classes, said: The complete de-
struction of the traditional marriage 
and the nuclear family is the utopian 
goal of feminism. 

I have a feeling a lot of people don’t 
realize that the utopian goal of femi-
nism was to get rid of the nuclear fam-
ily. Obviously, Kate Millett’s succes-
sors are probably thrilled that we pe-
nalize married couples $25,000, $30,000 
for getting married. 

More recently, a Wisconsin Supreme 
Court judge—this is just what we call 
dictum. Nevertheless, she was a judge 
elected statewide. She said the notion 
that marriage serves as the foundation 
of the family is at best outdated and at 
worst misogynistic. 

This is a woman who didn’t, obvi-
ously, put that on her television com-
mercials. It is interesting that a very 
liberal judge in the State of Wisconsin 
clearly had contempt for traditional 
marriage. Apparently, she maybe took 
some women’s studies classes in col-
lege. 

It seemed from her comments in this 
court case that she would be thrilled if 
traditional marriage was no longer the 
norm. 

I talked to an Indian immigrant back 
home in my district. He made an inter-
esting observation. Congressmen 
should go out of their way to talk to 
their immigrants because, frequently, 
they have observations as to what is 

going on in America that Americans 
who have been here their whole lives do 
not have. What he said is that, in 
America, the woman marries the gov-
ernment, and that is exactly true. 

When we have a country in which the 
woman is encouraged to marry the gov-
ernment, the woman, the child, and the 
father pay a price. Children born in a 
difficult background like this are, by 
almost every standard, on average— 
and I realize there are examples of tre-
mendous parents—on average, have a 
tougher go of it in life. They are going 
to struggle more in school. They are 
going to be more likely to use drugs. 
They are going to be more likely to 
commit crimes. 

It is kind of interesting when I sit in 
committee hearings around here. We 
had a committee hearing on crime ear-
lier this week. People look around for 
the causes, or this or that, of the prob-
lems we have, problems related to drug 
abuse, problems related to crime, 
maybe problems related to depression. 
They never talk about what the real 
problem is, the real problem being the 
breakdown of the family. 

Does anybody doubt that if we still 
had a rate of fatherlessness in the 
home of—or a rate of intact families— 
back to 5 percent as we did in the 1960s, 
that our crime rate would drop like a 
stone? Does anybody think or not 
think that the number of—even though 
it can happen in the best of families— 
the number of people dying of drug 
abuse wouldn’t fall? Does anybody 
think our education would improve if 
we had kids who are doing a better job 
of focusing at school? 

It is high time, in the second bill 
that this Congress passes, that we 
begin to address this problem. We can’t 
address it by giving every married cou-
ple $25,000 a year because we don’t have 
that kind of money and would probably 
only encourage more people not to 
work very hard. 

b 2020 

Mr. Speaker, by the way, I should 
mention, just as these programs dis-
courage marriage, they all discourage 
work. I will mention the low-income 
housing tax credit program. 

Mr. Speaker, I ran into somebody a 
couple of months ago. In order to be el-
igible for these very nice apartments, 
they could make only so much money. 
I will speculate that this person was 
making, say, $50,000 a year. If they got 
a second job, they had to be aware that 
their rent would go up. 

In this country, particularly with the 
low-income housing tax credit, we pe-
nalize people who work hard. I think 
that is horrible public policy, but that 
is what we do. 

Mr. Speaker, in any event, when the 
next reconciliation package comes 
through, I strongly hope that the Re-
publican leadership, rather than allow-
ing something like the low-income 
housing tax credit to go through and be 
expanded, of all things, Republican 
leadership recognizes this is a problem. 
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Even if they don’t care if a man is in 

the house or not, at least they 
shouldn’t penalize him. They shouldn’t 
hate families in which a man and 
woman are raising their children to-
gether. I think that should be the num-
ber one priority of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the second issue that I 
will take on is that we passed a defense 
authorization bill last week that I 
think had a serious problem. I would 
hope our slumbering press corps would 
do a little bit more work on the prob-
lem. 

Elon Musk and DOGE were here. 
They did a good job pointing out that 
there were some, particularly in of-
fices, Federal employees in the District 
of Columbia, or even around the coun-
try, that maybe weren’t working that 
hard. Some of this happens in the pri-
vate sector. More likely, it will happen 
in the public sector. 

Right now, we have about 80,000 em-
ployees—I think a little bit under that; 
it might be 76,000—in the Department 
of Defense who are non-uniformed. I as-
sume most of these employees are not 
people who cut the lawn or something. 
Most of these employees are in an of-
fice, and at least Elon Musk seemed to 
point out that a lot of them might not 
be working that hard. 

Under the defense authorization, 
they anticipate, over the next year, the 
number of non-uniformed employees 
will drop by maybe another 30,000 or 
40,000. When DOGE was riding high, I 
think one would have expected this 
number to drop more like 200,000 or 
300,000. 

I then asked the Department of De-
fense to, as quickly as possible, put to-
gether a proposal and say what would 
happen if they had to make do with 
only 400,000 or 450,000 non-uniformed 
employees in the Department of De-
fense. I will point out that a lot of 
these employees are making over 
$100,000 or $150,000 a year, with anec-
dotal evidence that they do very little. 

One of the reasons Congress is so ir-
responsible is our press corps is asleep. 
I hope our press corps digs into this sit-
uation a little bit and publicizes how 
many people are working in desk jobs 
in the Pentagon, desk jobs in which 
they are not in uniform, and questions 
whether this is really necessary. We 
can then see whether there are signifi-
cant savings here. 

Of course, some of the money will not 
go to reducing our debt. Insofar as we 
find excess people around here, I think 
we are not prepared enough in this 
country for hypersonic missiles. I don’t 
think we have an Iron Dome-type 
Israel situation in which we are pre-
pared for other sorts of missiles. 

I think the reason we are not pre-
pared is that there are way too many 
people who are not working as hard as 
they could in the Pentagon. I am going 
to ask the press corps to wake up and 
ask people about that. 

I will also ask the press corps to 
wake up and ask Congress whether it is 
appropriate that we penalize married 

couples by $25,000 or $35,000 a year be-
cause they got married, as opposed to 
their siblings who may not have gotten 
married. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one other thing 
I want to comment on tonight. I was 
listening to a television program on 
one of the big conservative networks, 
and I listened to a commentator make 
fun of socialism. She talked about how 
much better capitalism was. I don’t 
think she has a good handle on why 
capitalism is good. 

First of all, we ought to require all 
defenders of capitalism to not call cap-
italism ‘‘capitalism.’’ We ought to call 
it a free-market economy. The major 
reason we would rather live in a coun-
try with a free-market economy than 
in a country that is a socialist econ-
omy is the government has so much 
more power in a socialist country than 
a free-market economy. 

In a socialist economy, or as we work 
toward a more socialist economy, a 
larger segment of the population works 
for the government. As an elected offi-
cial, I have noticed in my time that, 
frequently, people who work for the 
government are afraid to speak openly 
to me about problems in their field. 

Mr. Speaker, I am thinking a sub-
stitute teacher would be afraid to give 
me a campaign contribution because 
they worked for a school district that 
was hostile to Republicans. They felt 
they would be discriminated against if 
they knew they gave money to a Re-
publican politician. 

There are people who worked for the 
Department of Natural Resources in 
Wisconsin, which is the equivalent of 
the EPA in Washington, who tell me 
about problems in their department 
but caution me that they could never 
cite them. What they were telling me 
had to be secret because they worked 
for the government and because they 
were afraid the government would dis-
criminate against somebody who 
backed the party, the less government 
party, the Republican Party. 

In a free-market economy, we can 
rent from whoever we want. In a social-
ist state, all the property is owned by 
the government. Right now, my office 
is in a place called Fond du Lac, Wis-
consin. If I want to live in Fond du 
Lac, Wisconsin, first of all, I pay rent. 
I am guessing that in Fond du Lac, 
Wisconsin, there are maybe 400 dif-
ferent landlords. The landlords com-
pete for the rental dollar. 

I have the ability to buy my own 
house, paint my house whatever color I 
want, and maintain my lawn in what-
ever fashion I want. That is something 
we do in a free-market economy. 

In a socialist economy, the govern-
ment runs everything. If I want to rent 
a dwelling, I have to rent from the gov-
ernment. If the government doesn’t 
like me, if I have said the wrong thing, 
or if I have said something that is po-
litically incorrect, they may say they 
will not rent to me. They might also 
give me an inferior place. 

The same thing applies to food. In a 
free-market economy, my guess is, in 

Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, a city of only 
about 35,000 people, I bet there are 150 
places where I can go to eat and have 
something made for me. 

In a socialist economy, something 
that the gentleman who is running for 
mayor of New York would like—I guess 
he would like only one type of grocery 
store. There would only be one sort of 
restaurant because all the restaurants 
are run by the government. 

First of all, since they are owned by 
the government, they don’t have to 
compete into a better job because they 
are never going to go through bank-
ruptcy. Secondly, because they are 
owned by the government, the govern-
ment determines what fare is offered. 
They determine how many restaurants 
we have that will serve Italian fare or 
Mexican or what have you. It is much 
better in a free economy. 

Even more importantly, in a socialist 
economy, we have to work for the gov-
ernment. The more people who have to 
work for the government, the less free-
dom they have. If we have to work for 
the government and the government is 
all-powerful, as it is in a socialist 
state, the government determines 
whether we keep our jobs, whether we 
are promoted in our jobs, or whether or 
not we get raises. 

Mr. Speaker, it is all determined by a 
government that may look down on us 
if we are critical of the central plan-
ning authority. That is a big difference 
between a free-market economy and a 
socialist economy. 

b 2030 

Mr. Speaker, in a socialist economy, 
you do not have to do well because you 
are owned by the government, or if you 
have a restaurant that has crummy 
food or you have a factory in which the 
people are not working very hard, be-
cause apparently some people are not 
working very hard for the Department 
of Defense, you do not get in trouble 
for that. 

Because it is a socialist economy, ev-
erybody becomes poorer because there 
is no incentive to work that much 
harder. You can’t lose your job, Mr. 
Speaker, because everybody is working 
for the government. That is another 
reason why life is so much better in a 
free market economy. 

I think people like being free better. 
When you talk about testimonials in 
the old Soviet Union, Mr. Speaker, and 
probably to this day because the work 
ethic hasn’t changed enough, you run 
into a lot of very unhappy people be-
cause they are stuck in an economic 
system in which they have to work for 
the government. 

As a matter of fact, I know a friend 
who went to Cuba. It was an inter-
esting observation. In Cuba, which is 
an island country, he noticed that 
there were no, or almost no, boats on 
the docks as he went around the Gulf 
of Mexico. 

This is a sign of what happens in a 
socialist state. People are so unhappy 
there that they won’t allow them to 
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get on boats and go into the Gulf of 
Mexico to somewhere else. They have 
got to force the people to stay at home. 

In any event, I think in the future 
when we explain to the younger people 
why we like a free market economy 
rather than a socialist economy, we 
should emphasize the freedom that 
comes with a free market economy, the 
freedom to pick one of hundreds of em-
ployers in Fond du Lac, Wisconsin, or 
if you want to get around the whole 
country, one of hundreds of thousands 
of employers. You have the ability to 
rent or buy a home wherever you want, 
Mr. Speaker, not where you are re-
stricted by where the government is. 
You have the ability when you go to a 
retail outlet to have people competing 
for your sales dollar so there are a lot 
of opportunities to buy this item of 
clothing or these appliances or what-
not, as opposed to in a socialist state 
where the government determines what 
the government bureaucrats think you 
need. 

Finally, of course, you are over-
whelmingly wealthier because in a free 
market economy, Mr. Speaker, you are 
free to work hard, and you are free to 
open up your own business. By doing 
that, all of society is wealthier, as op-
posed to the socialist state in which ev-
erybody has to work for the govern-
ment. There is no guaranteed incentive 
for working harder. If you think of a 
better way to do business, Mr. Speaker, 
you are not allowed to set up business 
on your own. All you can do is make a 
suggestion to your boss, and if he 
doesn’t care to take your suggestion on 
how the business can improve, well, 
Mr. Speaker, then it just never im-
proves. 

This is why the socialist state in old 
Russia, the old Soviet Union, was so in-
effective. 

In any event, to summarize tonight, 
first of all, I really hope Republican 
leadership and President Trump begin 
to address the $25,000 penalty this 
country imposes on any married couple 
with children. 

Secondly, I hope Republicans point 
out when they talk about the dif-
ference between socialism and what 
they refer to as capitalism, that the 
major difference is the freedom that 
comes from a free market economy. 

Finally, I hope the press corps pays 
attention to the huge number of non- 
uniformed employees in the Depart-
ment of Defense and what the current 
administration is doing about it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GROTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 33 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, September 18, 2025, at 10 
a.m. for morning-hour debate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

EC–1949. A letter from the Regulations Co-
ordinator, Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Major final rule — Patient Protection 
and Affordable Care Act; Marketplace Integ-
rity and Affordability [CMS-9884-F] (RIN: 
0938-AV61) received September 4, 2025, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

EC–1950. A letter from the Regulations Co-
ordinator, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s in-
terim final rule — Administrative Sim-
plification: Modifications of Health Insur-
ance Portability and Accountability Act of 
1996 (HIPAA), National Council for Prescrip-
tion Drug Programs (NCPDP) Retail Phar-
macy Standards; and Modification of the 
Medicaid Pharmacy Subrogation Standard; 
Updates to Compliance and Other Related 
Dates [CMS-0056-IFR] (RIN: 0938-AU19) re-
ceived August 22, 2025, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

EC–1951. A letter from the Senior Bureau 
Official, Bureau of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of State, transmitting a notifica-
tion of intent to remove certain items and 
services from the United States Munitions 
List (USML), pursuant to section 38(f)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

EC–1952. A letter from the Director, Office 
of Acquisition Policy, Office of Government- 
wide Policy, General Services Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Federal Acquisition Regulation: In-
flation Adjustment of Acquisition-Related 
Thresholds [FAC 2025-06, FAR Case 2024-001; 
Docket No.: 2024-0001; Sequence No. 1] (RIN: 
9000-AO73) received September 5, 2025, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

EC–1953. A letter from the Assistant Sec-
retary for Legislation, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting the De-
partment’s Fiscal Year 2024 Federal Coordi-
nated Health Care Office-Medicare-Medicaid 
Coordination Office Report to Congress, pur-
suant to 42 U.S.C. 1315b(e); Public Law 111- 
148, Sec. 2602(e); (124 Stat. 315); jointly to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce and 
Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. GUTHRIE: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 4273. A bill to amend the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to re-
vise and extend the user fee program for 
over-the-counter monograph drugs, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
119–300). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GUTHRIE: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 3157. A bill to amend the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978 to add a standard related to the evalua-
tion of State intermittent energy policies, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 119–301). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GUTHRIE: Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. H.R. 3616. A bill to require the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission to 
review regulations that may affect the reli-
able operation of the bulk-power system, 
with an amendment (Rept. 119–302). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. KEAN: 
H.R. 5419. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture 
to develop a plan for ensuring timely review 
of communications use authorizations, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BARRETT: 
H.R. 5420. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to extend certain authorities 
and requirements relating to health care and 
benefits furnished by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL (for himself, Mr. SMITH of 
Missouri, Mr. CARSON, and Mr. 
GRAVES): 

H.R. 5421. A bill to provide for the issuance 
of a commemorative postage stamp in honor 
of William Lacy Clay Sr., and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

By Mr. BISHOP (for himself and Mrs. 
KIGGANS of Virginia): 

H.R. 5422. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the semi-annual re-
port on privatized military housing, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 5423. A bill to amend title 49, United 

States Code, to prohibit the use of predatory 
commercial motor vehicle lease-purchase 
programs by certain motor carriers, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. CASTEN: 
H.R. 5424. A bill to support communities 

that host transmission lines and to promote 
conservation and recreation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. CISNEROS: 
H.R. 5425. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Defense to conduct a study on the feasibility 
and advisability of establishing a uniform 
policy to provide tuition assistance after on 
year of active duty service; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 5426. A bill to prohibit States from 

carrying out more than one Congressional 
redistricting after a decennial census and ap-
portionment, to require States to conduct 
such redistricting through independent com-
missions, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. BEYER, 
Ms. TLAIB, Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. NORTON, Mr. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. BOYLE of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. KELLY 
of Illinois, Ms. DEAN of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. MULLIN, Ms. OMAR, Mr. 
LANDSMAN, Ms. SCANLON, Ms. CLARKE 
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of New York, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. EVANS of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. FROST, Ms. LEE of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. SIMON, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, and Mrs. RAMIREZ): 

H.R. 5427. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to eliminate tax loopholes 
that allow billionaires to defer tax indefi-
nitely through planning strategies such as 
‘‘buy, borrow, die’’, to modify over 30 tax 
provisions so that billionaires are required 
to pay taxes annually, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLE (for himself and Ms. 
TITUS): 

H.R. 5428. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to establish a grant pro-
gram to award grants to accredited public 
institutions of higher education, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ (for herself and 
Mrs. BEATTY): 

H.R. 5429. A bill to require the Secretaries 
of Housing and Urban Development, Agri-
culture, and Veterans Affairs to submit to 
Congress a report on improving collabora-
tion in housing programs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas: 
H.R. 5430. A bill to amend the Omnibus 

Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 to 
authorize the funds under the matching 
grant program for school security to be used 
to hire school resource officers, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Ms. HAGEMAN (for herself and Mr. 
TIFFANY): 

H.R. 5431. A bill to prohibit the use of Fed-
eral funds to pay reparations issued by inter-
national bodies or courts for a violations of 
international law; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNÁNDEZ: 
H.R. 5432. A bill to require the Comptroller 

General to conduct a comprehensive study of 
the operations of LUMA Energy and Genera 
PR in Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. HOYLE of Oregon (for herself, 
Mr. RYAN, Ms. JAYAPAL, and Ms. 
OCASIO-CORTEZ): 

H.R. 5433. A bill to prohibit health insur-
ance issuers and certain health care pro-
viders under Medicare from being under com-
mon ownership, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Energy and Com-
merce, and Ways and Means, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI (for him-
self, Mr. LAWLER, Ms. DAVIDS of Kan-
sas, Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mr. 
MOULTON): 

H.R. 5434. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to dedicate suffi-
cient resources for the support of LGBTQ+ 
youth seeking help from the 9-8-8 suicide pre-
vention hotline, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LAWLER (for himself, Mr. 
LANDSMAN, and Ms. ROSS): 

H.R. 5435. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to provide for congenital 
Cytomegalovirus screening of newborns; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MANNION (for himself and Mr. 
MOYLAN): 

H.R. 5436. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to prohibit an educational insti-
tution from withholding a transcript from an 
individual who pursued a course or program 
of education at such institution using Post- 
9/11 educational assistance; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MCCLINTOCK (for himself and 
Mr. BIGGS of Arizona): 

H.R. 5437. A bill to prohibit civil actions 
brought against a manufacturer or seller of a 
stone slab product for harm resulting from 
the alteration of such a product by a fabri-
cator, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK (for himself, Mr. 
BRECHEEN, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. BAIRD, 
and Mr. CLINE): 

H.R. 5438. A bill to incentivize Federal 
agencies to create savings for the American 
people, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Budget, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Ms. 
MALLIOTAKIS, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, and Mr. EVANS of Penn-
sylvania): 

H.R. 5439. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to establish a Medically 
Tailored Home-Delivered Meals Program to 
test a payment and service delivery model 
under part A of Medicare to improve clinical 
health outcomes and reduce the rate of re-
admissions of certain individuals; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
GOMEZ, Ms. PETTERSEN, Mr. MAC-
KENZIE, Mr. LANDSMAN, Mr. GOLDMAN 
of New York, Ms. TLAIB, Mrs. 
FOUSHEE, Mr. SWALWELL, Mr. KEN-
NEDY of New York, Mr. CARSON, and 
Mr. LAWLER): 

H.R. 5440. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish a tax credit for 
small businesses to provide diaper changing 
stations in restrooms; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia (for 
herself, Ms. TENNEY, Ms. DELBENE, 
and Mr. BEYER): 

H.R. 5441. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the advanced 
manufacturing production credit to include 
fusion energy components; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PANETTA (for himself and Mr. 
BACON): 

H.R. 5442. A bill to build on America’s spir-
it of service to nurture, promote, and expand 
a culture of service to secure the Nation’s fu-
ture, address critical needs of the Nation, 
and strengthen the civic fabric of American 
society; to the Committee on Education and 
Workforce, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services, Foreign Affairs, Ag-
riculture, Natural Resources, Ways and 
Means, Oversight and Government Reform, 
Veterans’ Affairs, Homeland Security, Intel-
ligence (Permanent Select), House Adminis-
tration, the Judiciary, and Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. EVANS of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. GARCIA of California, Mr. 
GOMEZ, Ms. JACOBS, Mr. MAGAZINER, 
Ms. MCCLELLAN, Mr. MCGARVEY, Ms. 
NORTON, Mrs. RAMIREZ, Mrs. DINGELL, 
Ms. CRAIG, and Mr. THANEDAR): 

H.R. 5443. A bill to amend the Fair Housing 
Act to prohibit discrimination based on 

source of income, veteran status, or military 
status; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. ROSS (for herself and Mrs. 
KIGGANS of Virginia): 

H.R. 5444. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to address the shortage 
of medical laboratory personnel, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Ms. SCHOLTEN (for herself, Ms. 
STEVENS, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. THANEDAR, 
Ms. MCDONALD RIVET, and Mrs. 
MCIVER): 

H.R. 5445. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to reauthorize 
Federal-State clean water program develop-
ment and implementation authorities, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Ms. STEVENS: 
H.R. 5446. A bill to limit the authority to 

impose duties on articles of food; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STRONG (for himself, Mr. 
FONG, and Mr. WHITESIDES): 

H.R. 5447. A bill to amend chapter 511 of 
title 51, United States Code, to modify the 
authority for space transportation infra-
structure modernization grants, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. NEGUSE (for himself, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. BROWNLEY, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. KEATING, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. 
DELBENE, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
EVANS of Pennsylvania, Mr. FIELDS, 
Ms. BROWN, Mr. RYAN, Mr. LYNCH, 
Ms. TLAIB, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. AMO, 
Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GOMEZ, Ms. ANSARI, Ms. BUDZINSKI, 
Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. CROW, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. CARBAJAL, Ms. SALINAS, 
Mrs. RAMIREZ, Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ, 
Mr. GOLDMAN of New York, Ms. 
PETTERSEN, Mr. OLSZEWSKI, and Ms. 
GOODLANDER): 

H.J. Res. 122. A joint resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relating to the authority of 
Congress and the States to regulate con-
tributions and expenditures intended to af-
fect elections and to enact public financing 
systems for political campaigns; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. SYKES: 
H.J. Res. 123. A joint resolution providing 

for congressional disapproval under chapter 8 
of title 5, United States Code, of the rule 
submitted by the Centers for Medicare & 
Medicaid Services relating to ‘‘Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act; Market-
place Integrity and Affordability’’; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. ADERHOLT (for himself, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. FEENSTRA, Ms. 
SALAZAR, Mr. THANEDAR, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina, 
Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. STRONG, Mr. 
BISHOP, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. BILIRAKIS, 
Mr. MCDOWELL, Mr. BEAN of Florida, 
Mr. MULLIN, Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. 
FULCHER, Mr. MCGUIRE, Mr. RULLI, 
Ms. ELFRETH, Mr. CLEAVER, Ms. 
MCCLELLAN, Mr. EVANS of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, 
Mrs. BIGGS of South Carolina, Ms. 
PLASKETT, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. WEB-
STER of Florida, Mr. HUNT, Mr. JACK-
SON of Illinois, Mr. MILLS, Mr. ROG-
ERS of Alabama, Mr. JACK, Mr. 
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THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
VEASEY, Mr. TAYLOR, Ms. GARCIA of 
Texas, Ms. KING-HINDS, Mr. SIMPSON, 
Mr. SCHMIDT, Ms. MALLIOTAKIS, Mr. 
BACON, Mr. KENNEDY of New York, 
Mr. PALMER, Mr. FIGURES, Mr. MOORE 
of Alabama, Mrs. BICE, Mr. GUEST, 
and Mr. COSTA): 

H. Res. 729. A resolution expressing support 
for and honoring September 17, 2025, as ‘‘Con-
stitution Day’’; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H. Res. 730. A resolution providing for con-

sideration of the joint resolution (H.J.Res.4) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States to provide that debate 
upon legislation pending before the Senate 
may not be brought to a close without the 
concurrence of a minimum of three-fifths of 
the Senators; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H. Res. 731. A resolution providing for con-

sideration of the bill (H.R. 155) to require 
States to permit unaffiliated voters to vote 
in primary elections for Federal office, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for 
himself, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, 
Mr. FITZPATRICK, and Mrs. DINGELL): 

H. Res. 732. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of September 30, 2025, as 
‘‘Rare Cancer Day’’ to highlight the chal-
lenges patients with rare cancers face and to 
raise awareness and support efforts to im-
prove early diagnosis and treatment; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MAST (for himself, Mr. 
HARIDOPOLOS, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. LAR-
SEN of Washington, Mr. GARAMENDI, 
Mr. MULLIN, Ms. STRICKLAND, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. LALOTA, Mr. LAWLER, 
Mr. DAVIS of North Carolina, Mrs. 
KIGGANS of Virginia, Ms. CASTOR of 
Florida, Mr. FIGURES, Mr. CARTER of 
Louisiana, Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of 
Texas, Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. HARDER of 
California, and Ms. RANDALL): 

H. Res. 733. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of the week of September 
20 through September 27, 2025, as ‘‘National 
Estuaries Week’’; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution: 

By Mr. KEAN: 
H.R. 5419. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The U.S. Constitution: Article 1, Section 8, 

Clause 3 
By Mr. BARRETT: 

H.R. 5420. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. BELL: 
H.R. 5421. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. BISHOP: 
H.R. 5422. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
U.S. Const., article I, Sec. 8, cls. 1, 12, 14, 

16, 18 

By Ms. BROWNLEY: 
H.R. 5423. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. CASTEN: 
H.R. 5424. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 3 of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. CISNEROS: 

H.R. 5425. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 5426. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 5 
Article I, Section 8 
Fourtheenth Amendment, Section 5 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 5427. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. COLE: 
H.R. 5428. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. DE LA CRUZ: 
H.R. 5429. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. TONY GONZALES of Texas: 
H.R. 5430. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. HAGEMAN: 
H.R. 5431. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. HERNÁNDEZ: 
H.R. 5432. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Ms. HOYLE of Oregon: 
H.R. 5433. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI: 
H.R. 5434. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, clause 7 

By Mr. LAWLER: 
H.R. 5435. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8 Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
By Mr. MANNION: 

H.R. 5436. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution 
By Mr. MCCLINTOCK: 

H.R. 5437. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 3 of section 8 of article I of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. MCCORMICK: 

H.R. 5438. 

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: 

Clause 7 of Section 9 of Article I. 
By Mr. MCGOVERN: 

H.R. 5439. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
H.R. 5440. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 

By Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia: 
H.R. 5441. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. PANETTA: 
H.R. 5442. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 1 

By Mr. PETERS: 
H.R. 5443. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. ROSS: 
H.R. 5444. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 1 (Taxing and 

Spending Clause) 
By Ms. SCHOLTEN: 

H.R. 5445. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. STEVENS: 
H.R. 5446. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

By Mr. STRONG: 
H.R. 5447. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 18, Section 8, Article 1 

By Mr. NEGUSE: 
H.J. Res. 122. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article, Section 8 

By Mrs. SYKES: 
H.J. Res. 123. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 14: Mr. WALKINSHAW. 
H.R. 51: Ms. POU and Mr. RILEY of New 

York. 
H.R. 116: Mr. CLINE. 
H.R. 134: Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 138: Mr. VINDMAN. 
H.R. 219: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 378: Mr. MEUSER. 
H.R. 485: Mr. HARDER of California. 
H.R. 507: Mr. LIEU and Mr. HARDER of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 516: Mr. HERN of Oklahoma. 
H.R. 909: Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. 
H.R. 924: Ms. CRAIG. 
H.R. 925: Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. 
H.R. 979: Mr. PALMER, Ms. FEDORCHAK, and 

Mr. WALKINSHAW. 
H.R. 1004: Mr. CLEAVER. 
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H.R. 1024: Mr. MILLER of Ohio. 
H.R. 1046: Mr. MORAN and Mr. BRECHEEN. 
H.R. 1055: Ms. BYNUM. 
H.R. 1061: Ms. CRAIG, Ms. SIMON, and Mr. 

DELUZIO. 
H.R. 1065: Mr. IVEY. 
H.R. 1236: Mr. SCHMIDT. 
H.R. 1241: Mr. CLINE. 
H.R. 1262: Mr. AMO. 
H.R. 1269: Mr. LEVIN, Mr. SCHMIDT, and Mr. 

WALKINSHAW. 
H.R. 1299: Mr. KEAN and Mr. HARDER of 

California. 
H.R. 1307: Mr. IVEY. 
H.R. 1340: Mr. GOLDEN of Maine. 
H.R. 1357: Mr. STRONG. 
H.R. 1404: Mr. SORENSEN. 
H.R. 1422: Mr. SMUCKER. 
H.R. 1566: Mr. GOLDEN of Maine and Mr. 

GOLDMAN of Texas. 
H.R. 1585: Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. 
H.R. 1651: Mr. ESTES. 
H.R. 1661: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 

NADLER, Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. MORELLE. 
H.R. 1672: Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 
H.R. 1684: Mr. BOYLE of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1685: Ms. HOULAHAN. 
H.R. 1708: Mr. BACON and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1723: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 1732: Ms. PEREZ and Mr. MENENDEZ. 
H.R. 1761: Mr. MCGUIRE. 
H.R. 1772: Mr. LOUDERMILK. 
H.R. 1793: Mr. SCHMIDT. 
H.R. 1842: Mr. BRESNAHAN. 
H.R. 1918: Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. 
H.R. 1965: Mr. SORENSEN. 
H.R. 1966: Ms. ESCOBAR. 
H.R. 1970: Ms. DE LA CRUZ, Ms. BALINT, 

Mrs. HINSON, Mr. VINDMAN, and Ms. STRICK-
LAND. 

H.R. 1993: Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. 
H.R. 2013: Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 2028: Mr. OWENS, Ms. WASSERMAN 

SCHULTZ, Mr. SIMPSON, and Mr. VICENTE GON-
ZALEZ of Texas. 

H.R. 2048: Ms. CLARKE of New York and Ms. 
BUDZINSKI. 

H.R. 2103: Mr. SCHMIDT. 
H.R. 2172: Mr. CROW. 
H.R. 2189: Mrs. BEATTY, Ms. SCHOLTEN, and 

Mr. SCHMIDT. 
H.R. 2220: Ms. DEXTER. 
H.R. 2315: Mr. CLINE. 
H.R. 2366: Ms. CRAIG. 
H.R. 2485: Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 2547: Mr. SUOZZI. 
H.R. 2548: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky and Mr. 

KENNEDY of New York. 
H.R. 2550: Mr. WALKINSHAW. 
H.R. 2605: Mr. STRONG. 
H.R. 2692: Mr. LANDSMAN. 
H.R. 2717: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 2760: Mr. VINDMAN. 
H.R. 2853: Mr. HUNT, Mr. SESSIONS, and Ms. 

ESCOBAR. 
H.R. 2878: Mr. CROW. 
H.R. 2948: Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. 
H.R. 3028: Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. 
H.R. 3030: Mr. NEGUSE. 
H.R. 3105: Mr. MOORE of Alabama. 
H.R. 3127: Mr. GOLDMAN of New York. 
H.R. 3131: Mr. RYAN. 
H.R. 3139: Ms. LEE of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 3184: Ms. FRIEDMAN and Mrs. MCCLAIN 
DELANEY. 

H.R. 3218: Ms. CRAIG. 
H.R. 3277: Mr. KHANNA, Mr. IVEY, Mr. 

LANGWORTHY, Mr. SOTO, Mr. SUOZZI, and Ms. 
ROSS. 

H.R. 3365: Mr. VINDMAN. 
H.R. 3420: Mr. BABIN. 
H.R. 3483: Mr. HARIDOPOLOS. 
H.R. 3495: Mr. MESSMER, Ms. SCHOLTEN, and 

Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 3514: Mr. KENNEDY of New York, Mr. 

JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Ms. MORRISON, 
Mr. ZINKE, and Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 

H.R. 3565: Mr. EVANS of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3591: Mrs. FEDORCHAK. 
H.R. 3592: Mr. GUEST. 
H.R. 3597: Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. 
H.R. 3632: Mrs. MILLER of West Virginia. 
H.R. 3683: Mr. LIEU. 
H.R. 3699: Mr. GUEST and Mr. FRY. 
H.R. 3933: Mr. MOOLENAAR. 
H.R. 4008: Mr. STAUBER. 
H.R. 4044: Mr. HURD of Colorado. 
H.R. 4074: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 4145: Mr. MOULTON and Mr. CROW. 
H.R. 4176: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 4182: Ms. CHU. 
H.R. 4197: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 4202: Ms. SCHOLTEN. 
H.R. 4206: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4288: Mr. LALOTA. 
H.R. 4311: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. 
H.R. 4318: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 4392: Mrs. HAYES. 
H.R. 4467: Mr. EZELL. 
H.R. 4474: Mr. MORAN. 
H.R. 4582: Mr. IVEY and Mr. CASTRO of 

Texas. 
H.R. 4583: Mr. IVEY and Mr. CASTRO of 

Texas. 
H.R. 4624: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 

SCHMIDT, and Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 4662: Mr. TRAN and Mr. MIN. 
H.R. 4667: Mrs. TORRES of California. 
H.R. 4669: Ms. GILLEN. 
H.R. 4704: Ms. LEE of Nevada and Mr. 

LALOTA. 
H.R. 4768: Mr. TURNER of Ohio. 
H.R. 4776: Mr. EVANS of Colorado and Ms. 

PEREZ. 
H.R. 4782: Mr. BISHOP. 
H.R. 4788: Mr. RULLI, Mr. NORMAN, and Mr. 

STUTZMAN. 
H.R. 4849: Ms. DEGETTE. 
H.R. 4935: Mr. VINDMAN. 
H.R. 4936: Mr. MAGAZINER. 
H.R. 4966: Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas. 
H.R. 4972: Mr. MOSKOWITZ. 
H.R. 4995: Mr. HUIZENGA. 
H.R. 4996: Mr. SORENSEN. 
H.R. 4998: Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ. 
H.R. 5004: Mr. VINDMAN. 
H.R. 5052: Mr. VINDMAN. 
H.R. 5081: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 5106: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 5135: Mr. COLLINS. 
H.R. 5140: Ms. STEFANIK. 
H.R. 5142: Mr. GIMENEZ, Ms. JOHNSON of 

Texas, Mr. BACON, Ms. BYNUM, Mr. MORAN, 
and Mr. VINDMAN. 

H.R. 5150: Mr. SUBRAMANYAM. 

H.R. 5195: Ms. STRICKLAND, Ms. JACOBS, Mr. 
RYAN, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, and Mr. 
PETERS. 

H.R. 5200: Ms. BARRAGÁN. 
H.R. 5201: Ms. BARRAGÁN. 
H.R. 5206: Mr. EVANS of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 5221: Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. NORCROSS, Mrs. 

BICE, Mr. VINDMAN, Mrs. TRAHAN, and Mr. 
HARDER of California. 

H.R. 5237: Ms. BROWNLEY. 
H.R. 5238: Ms. BROWNLEY. 
H.R. 5271: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mrs. DIN-

GELL. 
H.R. 5282: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mr. DAVIS 

of North Carolina. 
H.R. 5284: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 5316: Mr. OWENS. 
H.R. 5334: Mr. SORENSEN. 
H.R. 5343: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 5346: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. 
H.R. 5361: Mr. CASAR. 
H.R. 5369: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. MAGAZINER. 
H.R. 5392: Mr. BIGGS of Arizona. 
H.R. 5393: Mr. BIGGS of Arizona. 
H.R. 5401: Ms. STEFANIK and Mr. SCOTT of 

Virginia. 
H.R. 5411: Mr. LAWLER. 
H.J. Res. 12: Mr. OWENS. 
H.J. Res. 54: Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 
H.J. Res. 80: Mr. SOTO and Mr. CLYBURN. 
H.J. Res. 108: Mr. WALKINSHAW. 
H.J. Res. 111: Mr. CARSON. 
H. Con. Res. 27: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia. 
H. Con. Res. 48: Mr. GOSAR. 
H. Res. 64: Mr. RASKIN. 
H. Res. 317: Mrs. HAYES. 
H. Res. 501: Ms. PEREZ and Ms. KING-HINDS. 
H. Res. 694: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H. Res. 697: Mr. SUBRAMANYAM and Mr. FIG-

URES. 
H. Res. 704: Ms. DELBENE. 
H. Res. 715: Mr. ESPAILLAT. 
H. Res. 716: Mrs. KIGGANS of Virginia, Mr. 

BRESNAHAN, Mr. CISCOMANI, Mr. LAWLER, and 
Mr. NEWHOUSE. 

H. Res. 719: Mr. GOSAR, Mrs. BIGGS of South 
Carolina, Mr. TIFFANY, Mrs. KIGGANS of Vir-
ginia, Ms. BOEBERT, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. 
JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. CARTER of 
Texas, Ms. LEE of Florida, and Mr. KILEY of 
California. 

H. Res. 720: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia and Ms. 
CLARKE of New York. 

H. Res. 723: Mr. TRAN. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. ARRINGTON 

The provisions that warranted a referral to 
the Committee on the Budget in H.R. 5371, 
the Continuing Appropriations and Exten-
sions Act, 2026, do not contain any congres-
sional earmarks, limited tax benefits, or lim-
ited tariff benefits as defined in clause 9 of 
rule XXI. 
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